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LONDON, APRIL 27, 1867. 
—_—p— 

Vicg-CHANCELLOR Woop has appointed Edward 
Bloxam, Esq., Solicitor (Hawkins, Bloxam, Paterson, & 
Power), Chief Clerk in succession to the late Edward 
Weatherall, Esq. Mr. Bloxam was admitted in Michael- 
mas Term, 1836. 














ANOTHER INSTANCE of extraordinary action by a rail- 
way company has occurred to show the apparent preva- 
lence of the notion amongst officials that the powers of 
Parliament, exercised in favour of railways for the bene- 
fit of the public, are by operation of law transferred 
to the company established by Act of Parlia- 
ment. Whether it is only due to the circum- 
stance that the very extensive business affairs of 
companies necessitate the division and subdivision of 
authority to such a degree as prevents a proper organiza- 
tion we cannot say, but the natural induction to be 
drawn from facts which daily occur is that many of the 
everyday difficulties which arise between companies and 
their passengers pass, in the course of settlement, through 
incompetent hands. 

Last week a person of gentlemanly exterior was charged 
before Mr. Ingham at the Hammersmith Police Court 
with wilfully breaking a lamp the property of the South- 
Western Railway Company. The evidence as to the 
facts of the case was tolerably clear. The defendant 
had broken the lamp when under the influence of drink, 
and he pleaded guilty to the charge, but submitted that 
an agent of the company had treated the case as one of 
debt and that on that account a fine ought not to bein- 
flicted. A letter from an agent of the company to 
the defendant was put in in proof of this plea, and con- 
sequently the magistrate, notwithstanding that wilful 
damage was admitted, felt bound by the letter of the 
agent, and inflicted a merely nominal fine. 

Now either one of two causes may be conjectured as 
moving in this case: either the company deliberately at- 
tempted to exercise a double remedy for their loss—a 
course we should be loth to attribute to them—or the 
case did not get into the hands of anyone authorized to 
deal with it and undertake its sole conduct. If the agent’s 
letter was written without authority it would be expected 
that the company, while enforcing the penalty before the 
magistrate, would at least have repudiated that letter, 
which claimed payment of a debt; but instead of doing 
wo they suffered the two proceedings to continue concur- 


It is the interest of all well-conducted persons to up- 
tailway companies in the exercise of their proper 
functions and authority, but it is not the interest of a 
company to treat the public as natural enemies. Obviously 
then, the duty a company owes towards the public is to 
procure their co-operation in the preservation of order, but 
this can only be done by the use of proper means. If 
much a want of organization as this is exhibited which 
g8 @ company before the public in the unenviable 
of seeking a double remedy, the fact is plainly 
indisated that they are seeking their own interests rather 
than that of the publio—if the two can be separated, 





Surely such a case as that ef wilful damage ought to 
pass through the hands of a solicitor who should be the 
sole judge of what are the proper proceedings to adopt. 
If any official of a company is allowed to adopt whatever 
course he may think best, without having first been pro- 
perly instructed, there must be an end of all rule and 
government. 





ViscoUNT AMBERLEY has brought in a bill to amend 
the Act of 21 Geo. 3, c. 49, “* for preventing certain abuses 
and profanations on the Lord’s day called Sunday.” The 
Act to be amended enacted that any house, room, or 
other place opened or used for public entertainment or 
amusement or for publicly debating on any subject what- 
soever upon any part of the Lord’s day called Sunday, 
and to whick persons shall be admitted by payment of 
money, or by tickets sold for money, shall be deemed a 
disorderly house or place. The bill now brought in 
provides that the recited Act shall not apply to any house, 
&c., opened or used upon the evening of the Lord’s day for 
the “ purpose of public debate upon any subject whatso- 
ever or of the delivery of lectures, and to which persons 
shall be admitted by the payment of money ;” and no 
person keeping, &c., such house shall be liable to any 
penalty for so doing. No refreshments are tobe sold at 
any such house under a penalty of fifty pounds, which 


- may be recovered in an action of debt and which is to go 


to the informer. One peculiarity in this bill we find it 
necessary to point out. The preamble recites that “the 
above mentioned Act unduly interferes with the religious 
liberty of her Majesty’s subjects on the Lord’s day, “ while 
the first section which professes to provide the remedy 
not only does not mention -religious liberty but rather 
goes out of the way to allow “ public debate upon any 
subject whatsoever.” It can scarcely be alleged that this 
carries out the case set up in the preamble, and it seems 
to be very like an attempt to procure the passing of the 
Act under false pretences to leave it as it now stands. 
On the policy contained in the vital principle of the bill 
we desire to express no opinion. 





AMONG THE NOT UNCOMMON SUPERSTITIONS which 
are entertained by schoolboys and uneducated persons, 
the notion that a person can avoid committing perjury by 
pretending to “kiss the book,” while not really doing so, 
is apparently still prevalent. A woman who was last 
week charged at the Gentral Criminal Court with perjury 
in having sworn, at a previous Surrey Session, that her 
nephew who was then convicted had never been con- 
victed on a former occasion, whereas there was distinct 
evidence to show that he had been an old and convicted 
offender, sought to excuse herself by saying that when 
she was sworn she had kissed her thumd, and not the 
book. 

Seriously to entertain the idea that such an evasion, or 
such an excuse, would avail to relieve the perpetrator from 
the penalties of perjury, stamps the character of anyone 
who would set it up as an act morally permissible. Sup- 
posing, indeed, that any species of sophism is available to 
ease the conscience of such a person, it must be admitted 
that, if the act do not amouni to perjury, the offence of 
deceiving the ministers of justice under the false pretence 
of taking an oath, and thereby obtaining the end which 
truthful evidence would obtain, is as deserving of the 
penalties of perjury as perjury itself. In the case we 
have referred to, the learned Recorder took, and we think 
rightly, the view that actual perjury had been committed, 
and utterly ignored the plea of kissing the thumb. It 
would be but playing with justice if such an excuse were 
to be admitted as available to discharge a witness from 
the duty of speaking the truth, however meritorious it 
might be thought to try and save a relative from the 
penaities due to his crimes, in the hope that he might 
yet reform, Such considerations must be left to the 
judge, who will always be found willing to listen to any- 
thing that can be urged in a prisoner’s favour. The 
more distinotly it is laid down that the offence of perjury 
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consists in wilfully misleading a court of.justice by false 
evidence as to matters of fact, irrespective of the form 
in which such evidence is tendered, the better for the 
interests of public morality and the due administration 
of justice. 





WalIFs AND STRAYS indicate the direction of the 
current, and the heading “ Law Notices,” in the daily 
papers of late, together with the information furnished 
under it, must, t6 any attentive reader, have afforded 
legitimate grounds upon which to base a hopeful antici- 
pation of the immediate future. The cry has long been that 
the winding-up business in the chambers of the Chancery 
Judges was acting as a block, hindering the even tenour 
and course of equitable procedure. From the commencement 
of the last Long Vacation down to a period shortly prior 
to the recent Easter recess we have been accustomed to 
see some fourteen or fifteen lines of exceedingly small 
print occupied in giving the titles of the various limited 
liability companies, summonses in which were return- 
able almost every day before the several chief clerks those, 
of the Master of the Rolls principally, but also be- 
fore those of .Vice-Chancellor Stuart and the other 
equity judges. Solicitors well-know how for hours they 
have had to linger on in attendance, where space was 
confined and atmosphere dusty, and even stifling in cold 
weather, owing to defective ventilation. The delay 
which has taken place has probably been the fault of 
nobody in particular, but such have been the pressing de- 
mands made upon the energies of the chief clerks that 
they have attempted more than could reasonably 
be expected of mortals, so that irritation and 
irksomeness have been the inevitable consequen- 
ces. It is cheering, therefore, to observe that, latterly 
the list of winding-up cases in chambers has become 
small by degrees, and, beyond all dispute, “ beautifully 
less; ” so that, on Wednesday last, after an interval of 
two days’ repose, the number of summonses in winding- 
up cases reached only the modest numeral of four! In 
many respects this is a hopeful sign. It will relieve the 
chief clerks from a burden which, every one knows, was 
becoming too grievous to be borne; it will enable the 
ordinary and regular business of the nation to be 
transacted with greater care, discrimination, and judg- 
ment than can possibly be bestowed when all parties feel 
their powers of mind and body are too severely taxed ; 
and it will let loose a large aggregate amount of capital 
which investors have been hoarding to meet “calls” 
which, whilst fear had taken possession of the public 
mind, no one felt sure might not, in connection with this 
that, or the other undertaking, at any time be made. 
There is little doubt that we have seen the worst of the 
disease; and those who are officially connected with the 
Court of Chancery, legal practitioners, and the public at 
large, may not unreasonably indulge hopes of a speedy 
return to better times. 





VicE-CHANCELLOR STUART, and, as we are informed, 
Vice-Chancellor Malins also, have, within the past few 
days, made some observations upon the indorsements of 
counsel upon their briefs, which call for notice. It was 
said that counsels’ indorsements are made in the 
interests of their clients, and, consequently, fail to pos- 
sess that value which, up to a recent period, at all events, 
was, as a rule, attached to them, and therefore contrary 
to the rule heretofore looked upon as universal, the re- 
gistrar’s note was preferred to the indorsements, although 
those indorsements agreed in opposition to the note. It 
has hitherto been, on the contrary, considered that the 
registrar’s note was only important where the indorse- 
ments on the briefs differed inter se. 

If it is intended to be conveyed that counsel, in 
the interests of their clients, would colour their in- 
dorsements; so that, in fact, they become one-sided 
reports, and do not truly reflect the decision which 
the Court has pronounced; the sooner the legal pro- 
fession, as a body, is made aware of this the 








better. But, in the interests of the bench, the bar, the 
profession, and the public, we beg distinctly to protest 
against the promulgation of any such doctrine, as a gross 
slander upon the bar, and calculated to induce the very 
evil at which, inferentially at least, the objection 
strikes, Counsels’ indorsements have had a time. 
honoured authority, which we sincerely believe they have 
not forfeited by any degeneracy, even in these daysof severe 
competition. That the remarks we are noticing should 
have been made by judges of large experience at the bar, 
renders it imperatively necessary that public attention 
should be promptly directed to the subject. If any 
special instances have come to light, justifying even an 
implied accusation of bias, let those who have been 
guilty of it suffer, but let us preserve unsullied the 
honour of the profession at large. 

We are sure, however, that their Honours cannot have 
intended to convey the impression which their observa- 
tions too obviously bear, and that all that was intended 
was to uphold the authority of the registrar as“ an 
officer of the Court.” But words of such import, even 
if somewhat boldly spoken, are of too much weight, 
when coming from such a quarter, to be passed unmen- 
tioned. 





The Birmingham Post understands that Government 
have definitely declined for the present to make Bir- 
mingham an assize town. It is presumed that the re- 
fusal is due to the unfitness of the courts for the ac- 
commodation of the ju¢ges, and the array of counsel, 
jurors, and witnesses which assizes necessarily draw to- 
gether. One result of this will be to expedite the 
erection of the corporate buildings in Ann-street, 





The cause of Boviil v. Crate, which has reference to 
an alleged infringement of the plaintiff’s patent for 
grinding corn, will be in the paper of Vice-Chancellor 
Wood on Monday. When it was mentioned to his 
Honour on Thursday, he stated that it would no doubt 
occupy the whole week. Upwards of one hundred wit- 
nesses have been subpoenaed. 





THE SALE OF LAND BY AUCTION BILL. 

In its existing state, the law applicable to sales of 
land by public auction is in many respects unsatisfactory, 
and, what is perhaps worse, uncertain. 

Upon questions arising out of such sales, and more 
especially the fertile “ puffer” question, different judges 
in Equity have entertained widely different opinions ; 
their decisions have been constantly marked by hesita- 
tion, and not unfrequently by an express disapproval of 
authorities too well established to be disregarded ; and 
the rules obtaining in the Courts of Chancery and Common 
Law respectively are diametrically opposed to each other. 

Any act of the Legislature which disperses the clouds 
enveloping this eubject will be to that exteat a boon; 
and the bill of Lord St. Leonards, as amended in com- 
mittee, though, in its present state, anything but an 
elegant production, is calculated to dispel doubt and to 
work animprovement. What its fate may be in the 
House of Commons we have yet to learn. 

The objects of the bill as amended are two-fold—viz., 
the defining, modifying, and reconciling of the law in 
respect of “ puffers,” as persons appointed to bid on 
behalf of the owner of the property sold are usually 
styled ; and the correction of a crying abuse in the prac- 
tice of the Court of Chancery upon sales made under its 
order—that is, the opening of biddings. 

We will shortly consider these two subjects in the order 
in which they are treated by the bill. At law the em- 
ployment of a single puffer, even for the purpose only 
of protecting the property from sale at an undervalue, 
would seem to be wholly inadmissible, except the seller 
expressly notify to the public his intention to employ such 
puffer. This rule has not the merit of absolute certainty, 
for authorities at law are not wanting in favour of the 
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practice. Judicial opinion in Westminster Hall appears, 
however, to have preponderated in the other direction; 
and we may particularly refer to the case of Thornett v. 
Haines, 15 M. &. W. 371, 372, in which Chief Baron Pol- 
lock, Baron Parke, and Baron Platt expressed decided 
opinions against the employment of a puffer at all, except 
after express notice of an intention to that effect. 

In the Court of Chancery a more liberal view has al- 
ways been adopted; but the various degrees of liberality 
to which different judges have gone, have brought about 
an amount of uncertainty in the state of authorities which 
nothing short of an Act of Parliament, or a very com- 
prehensive decision of the court of ultimate appeal would 
be effectual to remove. 

Sir William Grant, in Smith v. Clarke, 12 Ves. 477, 
recognised the right of a vendor to employ a puffer to 
prevent a sale at an undervalue, but not for the purpose 
generally of enhancing the price; Lord Justice Turner 
(when Vice-Chancellor) in Flint v. Woodin, 9 Ha. 618, 
took a like view, expressing an opinion that a puffer 
might make progressive bids up to a certain sum, but 
might not be employed to screw up the price. Sir James 
Knight Bruce, in Woodward v. Miller, 2 Coll. 279, made 
use of expressions which, though extremely guarded, 
amount to a clear disapproval of the employment of a 
puffer when there is no reserved bidding. 

In this state of authorities the case of Mortimer v. 
Bell, 13 W. R. 569, came before the present Master of 
the Rolls, and his Lordship in effect allowed the employ- 
ment of two puffers—that is, the auctioneer and one 
other, although there was no condition providing for a 
reserved bidding or announcing that any person would 
bid for the vendor. The Master of the Rolls remarked 
that it was perfectly allowable to have a reserved price 
or areserved bidding, except when the property was ex- 
pressed to be sold “ without reserve” or “ unreservedly,” 
considering that, if not so expressed, jt was implied that 
there would be a reserved price or bidding. 

His Lordship recognized the great difficulty of the ques- 
tion, and when the same case came before the Court of 
Appeal (see 14 W. R. 68), Lord Cranworth, C., enun- 
ciated, and acted upon, a very different opinion. Lord 
Cranworth, holding ‘that the employment of two puffers 
could never be allowed, described the whole proceeding 
as a fiction calculated, if not intended, to deceive persons 
who thought of becoming purchasers. He, moreover, in 
commenting upon the general state of the law, expressed 
himself as preferring abstractedly the legal doctrine as 
more sound, although the current of authorities was 
strong in favour of allowing one puffer. 

From the citation of a few authorities it will readily be 
seen that no one can safely predict, in the present state 
of the law, what may be the result of a sale, where the 
vendor takes the course most commonly adopted for pro- 
tecting his interests. 

Upon a point which embraces almost as many considera- 
tions of morality as of law, the fact of one branch of 
the jurisdiction, nay further, one branch of the Court of 
Chancery, being selected for trial of the question, may 
make all the difference in the decision actually arrived at. 
This, in any question of law pure and simple, is bad 
enough—in a question turning upon what we may not 
inaptly term a point of good faith, is very disastrous 
indeed. And it is this mischief which the 4th, 5th, and 
6th clauses of this bill, as amended in committee, are in- 
tended to meet. The clauses bearing on the subject in 
the bill, as originally prepared by Lord St. Leonards, were 
certainly more precise, and were free from the objection- 
able practice of mixing up recital with enactment, but 
the amendments have had the desirable effect of shorten- 
ing the bill. 

The 4th clause enacts that whenever a sale by auc- 
tion of land would be invalid at law by reason of the 
employment of a puffer, the same shall be deemed in- 
Valid in equity as well as at law. The object of this 
Provision we do not see. It would surely be more 
simple and effectual to define the law generally, and 





make it by particular enactment applicable alike to both 
branches of the jurisdiction. 

The 5th clause enacts :—* That the partitulars or condi- 
tions of sale by auction of any land shall state whether such 
land will be sold without reserve, or whether a right to bid 
is reserved to the seller, or his agent, or the auctioneer or 
some other person; if it is stated that such land will 
be sold without reserve, or to that effect, then it shall not 
be lawful for the seller to employ any person to bid at 
such sale, or for the auctioneer to take knowingly any 
bidding from any such person.” This is perfectly right 
in principle, and cannot but work an improvement. If 
the object of a vendor in employing a puffer be bond fide 
to prevent his property going at an undervalue, he cannot 
have any reasonable objection to state his intention. 

The rule should certainly be, not as enunciated by a 
learned judge to whose decision we have referred, that in 
the absence of notice a reserved bidding is to be implied, 
butexactly the reverse. 

The 6th clause is as follows :—* And when any sale by 
auction of land is declared either in the particulars or 
conditions of such sale to be subject to a right for the 
seller or his agent or some other person, to bid once for 
each lot, or generally to bid as often as he shall think 
proper, the amount of the sum below which the seller 
does not intend to sell the land shall be stated in writing 
signed by the seller or his agent and delivered to the 
auctioneer previous to such sale.” This clause, to be 
complete should, as we read the bill go on to enact that 
no puffer should bid beyond the reserved price stated in 
writing as required. 

The 7th clause, after reciting in a rather plain- 
tive tone the long settled practice of the Court of 
Chancery to open biddings upon the offer of an ad- 
vance of price, in sales by auction of land under its 
authority, provides in effect for the abolition of that prac- 
tice, placing sales under order of the Court on the same 
footing in this respect as sales in general, and giving to 
the judge power on the ground of fraud, or improper 
conduct, in the management of the sale, to open 
the biddings, either holding the bidder to his bar- 
gain, or discharging him upon such terms as to costs or 
otherwise as the judge shall think fit. The introduc- 
tion of this clause in the bill, under existing circum- 
stances can be a matter of wonder to no one. Thatin the 
Court of Chancery, or anywhere else, a practice should 
have arisen, giving occasion for such an enactment, 
must be a matter of wonder in the highest degree to 
everybody. The practice is not only undesirable, but is 
wholly inexplicable. Why when an ordinary vendor is 
held to a bargain which he has made in the absence of 
circumstances entitling him to relief, the parties inte- 
rested in property, the subject of a suit, should be 
allowed, after knocking it.down once to a purchaser, 
to keep up a protracted auction for weeks, with the 
judge for an auctioneer, is a question not easy to answer. 
This is, however, not an exaggerated view of the proceed- 
ings to which we refer. In the recent case of Hing v. 
Waite, 1 L. R. Eq. 440, the biddings were opened, that is 
to say, the purchaser for the time being was dismissed on 
the approach of a better, no less than three times. The 
rate of advanceat which the Court will open the biddings 
is not even a matter of certainty. In Holreyd v. Wyatt, 
2 Coll. 537, an advance of £300 was refused, and £350 
taken on £3,500; the judge declining to exercise his 
discretion, unless an increase of at least £10 per cent. 
were offered, while in Danville v. Berrington, 2 Y. & C. 
723, biddings were opened by the same judge on an ad- 
vance of £365 on £7,300. 

In committee some of the clausesof the bill as originally 
drawn have been rejected. The provision taking from 
the auctioneer the power to bid would seem to be right 
in principle, but restrictions, if unnecessary, are always 
disadvantageous. 

The provision contained in Lord St. Leonards’ 4thclause, 
for the formal reading of the conditions previous to the 
sale, might well be retained. Purchasers at a sale are 
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already affected with notice of the conditions under 
which they buy; and as they have always the opportunity 
of knowing to what they commit themselves, they have 
only themselves to thank, if, through neglect of an ob- 
vious precaution, they are eventually to be found on the 
wrong side of a bad bargain. Still itisthe proper policy 
of the law to discourage cunning and equivocal conditions 
of sale, and a provision which requires the auctioneer to 
read the conditions aloud would probably work well. 


THE LICENSING SYSTEM. 

Public discussions or conferences seldom, we fancy, 
effect much for the purposes for which they are 
eonvened. For the most part the proceedings at such 
assemblies are conducted on very stringent ex parte prin- 
ciples, and where that is the case, those who do not choose 
to descend to clap-trap, or do not unconsciously indulge 
therein, find themselves very heavily handicapped. On 
such occasions, any speaker who ventures to express an 
honest conviction counter to the “sense” of the meeting, 
is apt to be treated like the working man who made some 
observations relative to the quality of beer, during a re- 
cent conference at Exeter Hall—that is, he is rather more 
likely than not “to be at once put down.” If, on the 
other hand, the discussion be an “ open ” one, the result 
is not much more encouraging. It is seldom that much 
intellectual light is evolved by a public meeting. It is 
not fair, however, to estimate the effect of these gather- 
ings as equivalent only to the mere intrinsic value of 
the speeches which are made or the discussions which 
take place. The proceedings, such as they may be, get 
reported in the newspapers, and are there commented 
upon ; and thus many important subjects are brought 
under the notice of hundreds of thousands of persons, 
who, but for this, would scarcely have bestowed a thought 
upon the matter. In this way, the “conference” which 
took place some weeks ago at Exeter Hall, respecting the 
subject-matter of this article, has been productive of good, 
although, regarded simply as a public discussion, it must 
be admitted to have partaken of the nature of a failure. 
It has directed public attention to a system which un- 
doubtedly demands reconsideration, and has elicited much 
useful comment from the press, besides some amount of 
valuable and suggestive correspondence, including among 
the latter, a very sensible letter to the Zimes from Mr. 
Chaytor, a northern magistrate. 

Admitting, as every sensible person must, that an 
enormous amount of crime and misery are annually attri- 
butable to “liquor,” it appears to us, that in directing 
their efforts merely to diminishing the facilities of buying 
and selling that commodity “to be drunk on the pre- 
mises,” the “conference” were very far indeed from 
going to the root of the matter, or even arriving at any 
amelioration. It is by no means certain that the evil 
varies in a direct ratio with the number of “ public ”- 
houses of all kinds open, or that, if that number were 
to-morrow to be diminished by one-half, the evil would 
undergo any diminution. If this were otherwise, the 
task to be performed would be immeasurably simplified. 
It must be allowed that some public-houses are necessary 
for the public convenience, and this being so, all re- 
maining to be done would be, by some calculus (which 
mathematicians perhaps could furnish) to ascertain the 
precise point at which the latter consideration would 

first outweigh the public-house-born evil, and then 
(with, of course, some compensation for existing interests) 
to reduce the number of licenses down to that point. It 
is not, however, by reducing their number that the work 
is to be done; nor do we think that a large number of 
public-houses is necessarily a thing to be deplored, ex- 
cept, perhaps, in so far as overcrowding the trade may 
afford increased temptations to adulteration. 

Education, and, above all, improved dwellings for the 
working classes, will be the most powerful agents to set 
at work; but, in the meantime, the licensing system 
is capable of much improvement, on which latter topic 





Public-houses, as our readers are aware, are at present 
licensed by the local magistrates, under the provisions of 
9 Geo. 4, c. 61, in that respect. It was suggested at the 
Exeter Hall conference, that the local magistracy are not 
a body calculated properly to discharge this function, and 
two alterations were suggested. One was, the entrusting 
of this office to a set of gentlemen specially appointed for 
the purpose, who would travel about and hold licensing. 
courts, if we may so term them ; an office which would 
be something like that of a revising barrister. In fact, 
these gentlemen might probably be termed—licensing 
barristers. This suggestion did not meet with much ap- 
probation at the conference, and we think the conference 
was right. Such licensers, as strangers, could know 
little of the local matters depending upon their decisions, 
and for this reason the present state of things seems pre- 
ferable. A second suggestion was that the licensing 
power should be vested in a local board of rate-payers, 
If the magistrates be found wanting, we do not think 
that Bumbledom would do any better. The suggestion 
which finally met with the approval of the conference, 
was, that the magistrates should grant licenses as here- 
tofore, but that the ratepayers should have the power of 
vetoing any license to be granted for the future. Now 
this would really amount to what is contended for by 
those who advocate Mr. Somes’ Permissive Bill. It is 
unnecessary here to discuss the reasons which induce us 
to disapprove of that measure ; suffice it to say, that the 
last-meationed suggestion, if carried out, would effect 
what was the very object of that bill. 

So far, therefore, as the suggestions made at the con- 
ference went, no new scheme was proposed which seems 
to us better than the present system of entrusting the 
licensing power to the magistracy. And until some more 
feasible suggestion shall be propounded, we are disposed 
to think that the magistrates do their work very fairly. 
No doubt the work might be better done, but would any 
one else do it as well? On the Middlesex bench there 
are gentlemen, whose names are well-known to the 
public, who spare no time or pains in the performance of 
their duty in this respect. Possibly, in the country, the 
Great Unpaid may not be so untiring or so efficient, but, 
at any rate, we are not for change until good cause be 
shown. 

We now come to what we cannot but consider a defect 
of the present system, viz.,the vesting the power over 
the house license and the liquor license in different 
bodies. The magistrates, under 9 Geo. 4, c. 61, possess, 
the option of licensing the house, but they have no power 
in respect of the class of liquor which shall be sold. The 
house having been licensed by the magistrates, the power 
of granting licenses to sell wine, spirits, or any other 
excisable liquor rests only with the excise, and, not un- 
naturally, the commissioners are not disposed to withhold 
what tends directly to increase the revenue. We think 
an option over the class of liquor to be sold should be 
vested in the power entrusted with the licensing of the 
house, and in that power exclusively, and that the magis- 
trates, having licensed a house, should be empowered to 
grant or withhold additional licenses for the sale of wine, 
or spirits, &c., as the case might be. 

We think that the power of grarting licenses to public- 
houses and such-like places should be vested solely in 
one quarter; but it is one of the main defects of the present 
system that three distinct species of licenses are granted, 
two subject to different controling powers, and one sub- 
ject to none. The ordinary public-house license is granted, 
as we already know, by the magistrates; if any man 
wishes to open a mere “beer-house,” on getting six 
householders to back his application, he obtains a license, 
as of course, from the Excise; while under the pro- 
visions of 24 & 25 Vict. c. 21, anyone, by the mere pay- 
ment of five shillings, may obtain from the Excise a 
license to sell “table-beer,” at a price not exceeding 
three halfpence per quart. There can be no doubt that 
this division of authority works badly.. Apart from this 
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mentioned kinds, especially the latter, are accountable 
for a very large proportion of the evil. It is well known 
that a magistrate’s license adds very largely to the value 
of a lease. This operates as a material guaranty for 
the good behaviour, so to speak, of the house. With 
houses of the other two descriptions this guaranty is 
wanting. 

Another division of authority arises from the granting 
by the excise of wine and spirit licenses to music-halls 
and other houses licensed by the magistrates for public 
entertainments under 25 Geo. 2, c. 39. The inconvenience 
arising from this was pointed out to the committee of 
the House of Commons which sat upon the theatrical 
and music-hall question. 

We have now pointed out several serious defects in the 
present licensing system, defects which we trust may be 
remedied whenever the Legislature shall deal with the 
question. Some licensing system we must have, for 
“liquor” is an exceptional commodity in respect of which 
free-trade is very undesirable. The above defects 
remedied, the present system seems better than any other 
which has been suggested, and we repeat our former 
assertion that education and improved dwellings for the 
poor must do the rest of the work. 

We have one more word to add to those who complain 
that the public-houses interfere with the Working Men’s 
Clubs. Might not those useful institutions be conducted 
go as to compete more successfully with the public-house? 
A working man who has had a hard day’s work, cannot 
be expected to be always content to play draughts or read 
the “British Workman,” or listen to a “ Penny Reading.” 
He likes his pipe and pint or half-pint of beer, to season 
his chat with his friends. As he cannot have these at 
the club, he goes elsewhere. Why should he not be 
allowed his pipe and a limited amount of liquor at the 
former? <A suggestion of this kind was made at the 
Exeter Hall conference, but, as might have been antici- 
pated, it was greeted with “No, no,” and finally with 
“aproar” and “confusion.” 

An additional reason for some legislation upon the 
subject we have been considering, arises from the extreme 
state of confusion in which the subject nowstands. The 
statutes by which it is governed are very numerous, and 
what with Inland Revenue Acts, Licensing Acts, Public- 
house Closing Acts, and partial amendments and repeals, 
it is really very difficult to ascertain the precise state of the 
law. Matters would be considerably simplified if the In- 
land Revenue Acts were in future to deal with the amount 
of the duty chargeable on licenses to sell excisable liquors, 
the power of granting such license being, as we have 
already suggested, vested in the same body which licenses 
the house, 





RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Suit By A Forrian Bopy PotirIc. 

Lhe United States of America v. Wagner, 15 W. R. 634. 

In order fully to understand the case of Zhe United 
States v. Wagner, recently reported in the Weekly Re- 
porter (p. 634), it will be necessary to refer briefly to 
some of the proceedings in The United States v. Prioleau, 
13 W. RB. 1062, and 14 W. R. 1012. It should be stated 
first of all, that the defendants in both these suits are 
the same persons, Prioleau and Wagner being two of 
the partners in the Liverpool firm of “ Fraser, Trenholm, 


& Oo.,” the members of which firm are the defendants in 


both suits. In Zhe United States v. Prioleaw the bill 
was filed to obtain possession of certain cotton, which 
had been shipped by agents of the late Confederate 
States to the defendants’ firm at Liverpool. In their 
Present bill the plaintiffs said that they had now dis- 
covered that the defendants’ firm had been appointed by 
the Confederate States at the outset of the secession (in 
the bill called “the rebellion”) in 1861, “their agents 
for the custody and management of their finances and 





public property in England.” As the plaintiffs claimed 
to be absolutely entitled to all the public property of 
the late Confederate States, the bill was framed with a 
view to obtaining the fullest discovery from the de- 
fendants of all their transactions with the Confederate 
States, and the payment and delivery to the plaintiffs of 
all that on taking the accounts to be based on the re- 
quired discovery should be found due from or in the 
hands of the defendants. The two suits did not differ 
materially from each other except in their subject 
matter. 

Now, putting aside for the moment our knowledge of 
the practice of the Court in the case of a bill filed by a 
corporation properly so called, it will at once be seen 
that, as far as discovery upon oath was concerned, the 
parties to this suit were placed in the well-known posi- 
tion of “all the reciprocity being on one side.” The 
plaintiffs could call upon the defendants “to make a 
clean breast of it ;” but if the defendants turned round 
and tried to do the same with the plaintiffs, they found 
nothing but “a metaphysical entity,” “ the United States 
of America.” . Nay, according to one of their counsel, 
they could not find even so. substantial a being as a 
metaphysical entity, but found ‘only “a geographical 
description.” No “commissioner to administer oaths in 
Chancery” could be asked by any right-thinking de- 
fendant to administer an oath to such an intangible 
deponent as this. What then were the defendants to do ? 

They had, of course, found themselves in exactly the 
same unpleasant position in the former suit. What they 
did there was to put in their answer to the bill, and 
then, by analogy to the case where acorporation properly 
so called is plaintiff, to file a cross-bill against the plain- 
tiffs and Mr. Andrew Johnson, the President of the 
United States,as defendants. In this. cross-bill, after 
asserting that it was necessary that they should obtain 
discovery from the original plaintiffs, in reference both 
to certain statements in their answer, and to other 
statements in the cross-bill itself, they continued-—“ the 
facts and circumstances as to which the plaintiffs require 
discovery are within the knowledge of the defendant 
Andrew Johnson, who is the president of the United 
States, and the plaintiffs can only have full discovery by 
making him a defendant to this suit with a view to his 
answering the interrogatories intended to be filed.” The 
propriety of this method was contested on motion before 
the Vice-Chancellor Wood, in July of last year, and de- 
cided against on the ground that the Court could not 
take judicial notice, nor did the judge suppose it to be a 
matter of fact, that the United States’ Government had 
control over their president, or could compel him to pro- 
duce papers or the like. 

Having found their previous method fail, and ap- 
parently not liking one-sided reciprocity under the head 
of The United States v. Wagner any better than they did 
under the head of The United States v. Prioleau, acting 
also, perhaps, on some observations made by the judge in 
the former proceedings, the defendants put in a demurrer 
to the second bill. This demurrer was couched in the 
most general terms ; but it was rested at the bar on the 
ground that the plaintiffs had not, in their bill, put 
forward, or pointed out, some individual officer of their 
government, or member of their executive, who, if the 
defendants should be minded to file a cross-bill, could 
give them proper discovery upon oath in the cross-suit. 

From this account of the demurrer it ‘will have been 
seen that the defendants did not question the right of 
the plaintiffs to sue in the Court of Chancery, or to sue 
in their name of The United States.” It was, indeed, sug- 
gested at the bar that the bill ought to have been filed 
by “ Andrew Johnson for and on behalf of the United 
States ;”’ and reference was made to the Constitution of 
the United States to show that the executive power was 
vested in the President. But the broad ground which 
the defendants took was, as we have said, the absence 
from the bill of all information. as to who the proper 
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should the defendants require discovery and take the 
usual means to obtain it. Hence a great portion of the 
argument for the plaintiffs, in which it was urged with 
considerable eloquence and warmth, that the refusal of 
a judge of her Majesty’s Court of Chancery to entertain a 
suit by the plaintiffs, simply on the ground that they came 
there under their only right name, and that by which they 
were known to her Majesty, and in which they had entered 
into treaties with her and her predecessors, would be a 
very strange proceeding, and one that might lead to 
serious misunderstandings between the plaintiffs and 
this country, really put the matter in a very exaggerated 
light, and as doing so was rather summarilly dismissed 
by the judge. The simple and plain point before him, he 
said, was not whether the plaintiffs could sue, but how 
they could best sue, regard being had to the interests of 
her Majesty’s subjects who might be sued. 

To this point accordingly his Honour addressed him- 
self, and after a very clear discussion both of the autho- 
rities and of the principles, he decided it, though only so 
far as was necessary for the purposes of the demurrer, 
that is to say, he did not decide how the plaintiffs ought to 
sue, but only that they could not sueas they had attempted 
to sue in this instance in particular, he guarded carefully 
against the notion that a Bill by the President was the 
proper form of suit, and even said that he did not mean 
to be taken to hold that the President was the most fit 
person to be joined has aco-plaintiff. All that we can say 
then, with respect to future bills by the United States or 
other similar foreign bodies politic, is that on the face of 
their bill some individual person must in some way or other 
be put forward as the proper person to give discovery 
touching the subject matter of the suit on hehalf of the 
plaintiffs. 

“But surely,” the reader will say, “a corporation 
coming into court as plaintiff can sue in its corporate 
name without putting forward any individual as the 
person to give discovery on its behalf ; and shall the pre- 
sent plaintiffs, the most august of all corporations, not 
have the same right?” It is quite true that a corporation, 
properly so called, can do so, and that whether it is a do- 
mestic or a foreign corporation; nor, of course, did the 
Vice-Chancellor overlook that fact. His explanation of the 
rule and of the reason of the exception now made to it 
was, that in the case of corporations properly so called, 
if they were domestic the Court knew, and if they were 
foreign the Court would by analogy assume, that they had 
some officers, secretaries or the like, in their pay, and 
therefore entirely under their control in all matters rela- 
ting to their own books and affairs. Acting on this know- 
ledge or assumption the Court had long laid it down as a 
rule that a person sued by acorporation was at liberty to 
select these officers, and file a cross bill against them and 
the corporation, although the original bill had been filed by 
the corporation alone. But in the case of a body politic 
like the present plaintiffs, which resembled a corporation 
in many but not in all respects, the Court had no 
materials before it to enable it to know or to justify it in 
assuming that the body politic had a power to select any 
of its members, and make him answer a cross bill. The 
Court therefore could not in such a case allowa de- 
fendant to select a member of the plaintiff body politic 
and make him a defendant to across bill. To this ex- 
planation we may add that in the case of a corporation 
properly so called the Court knows or will assume that 
the officers who are in the pay and so under the control 
of the corporation and who are the officers likely to be 
selected as defendants to a cross bill are from the nature 
of their office necessarily conversant with the affairs of 
the corporation and able to give fitting discovery. 
Whereas in the case of a great body politic like the pre- 
sent plaintiffs the Court could not know or assume that 
any one really capable of giving discovery and on this 
account likely to be fixed upon by a defendant to answer a 
cross bill was sufficiently, or indeed to any practical ex- 
tent, under the control of the body politic. 

In suits, therefore, by corporations proper the defen= 





dants can, by virtue of a long-established and most fitting 
rule of the Court, obtain discovery should they require 
it, even though the corporation sues, as is the practice, in 
its corporate name, and without naming any of its officers 
as persons entitled to represent it, and to give discovery 
in across suit. But, as this rule cannot be stretched to 
meet the. case of suits by foreign bodies politic, the right 
conceded to corporations to sue in the manner we have 
mentioned (which right would never have been conceded, 
or at all events would never have continued to be con- 
ceded down to the present day, if the Court had not 
sanctioned the selection of the plaintiff corporations’ 
officers as defendants to a cross bill) cannot be conceded 
to bodies politic like the present plaintiffs, where the 
Court cannot sanction such a selection. 

As to the authorities which were discussed in this case, 
it may be said that the only other case where this pre- 
cise question arose for determination was the case of The 
Columbian Government v. Rothschild, 1 Sim. 94. That 
case was decided in the same way as the present. In it, 
however, there existed so many other circumstances which 
might be considered as affording of themselves sufficient 
reasons for the decision, that, though the judge who 
decided it (Sir John Leach) did not allude to them in his 
judgment, which he based on the same broad principle 
as the present case was decided on, and though the 
judgment in that case has been more than once referred 
to with approbation by the House of Lords, yet its value 
as a decision must be much less than that of the present 
case, where the question arose entirely disembarrassed 
from all extraneous circumstances. 

As to the principle of the decision it will be seen that 
it is a just extension of, or corollary from, the great and 
solid principle that so long as oaths are a security for 
truth, so long shall every person sued in the Court of 
Chancery have that guaranty, where it is in the power 
of the Court to insist upon that guaranty being given 
tohim. This extension or corollary is that when a 
metaphysical, not a physical, entity is the plaintiff, and 
knows, as it must be taken to know, who are the proper 
individual persons to give discovery upon oath on its be- 
half ; but neither the Court northe defendant is in posses- 
sion of that knowledge, nor has any adequate means of 
obtaining it ; then the plaintiff shall in some way inform 
the Court and the defendant who those individual persons 
are, before it shall be allowed to prosecute its suit. 

We should be sorry to think that the United States 
will have any inclination to find fault with the present 
decision, or be annoyed at not being exempted from the 
operation of these salutary principles of the Court. 





REAL PROPERTY LAW. 
Succession Duty. 
Lord Lilford v. Attorney-General, H. L., 15 W. BR. 595. 

This case decides an important point as to the con- 
struction of the 21st section of the Succession Duty Act, 
1853. 

The facts were these:— 

In September, 1860, the late Lord Lilford, the ap- 
pellant’s father, became beneficially entitled to certain 
real property as tenant in tail in possession upon the 
death of a preceding tenant for life, and became charge- 
able with succession duty in respect thereof. In Novem- 
ber of the same year he executed a disentailing deed, 
and limited the property to himself in fee. He died in 
March, 1861, having by his will devised the property to 
the appellant for life with limitations over. At the time 
of his death none of the eight half-yearly instalments 
of duty payable in respect of his sucession had 
become due, and the appellant having refused to 
pay them an information was filed against him in the 
Court of Exchequer to compel their payment. The 
liability of the defendant depended chiefly upon the con- 
struction to be put on the 2ist section of the Succession 
Duty Act, 1853, By the 42nd section the duty is 
declared to be a first charge on the interest of the suc- 
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cessor and of ‘all persons claiming in his right; and the 
21st section, after enacting how the interests of every 
successor to real property is to be valued, and making the 
duty chargeable thereon payable by eight half-yearly in- 
stalments, provides:—‘ That if the successor shall die 
before all such yearly instalments shall have become 
due, then any instalments not due at his decease shall 
cease to be payable, except in the case of a successor who 
shall have been competent to dispose by will of a continu- 
ing interest in such property, in which case the instal- 
ments unpaid at his death shall be a continuing charge 
on such interest in exoneration of his other property, and 
shall be payable by the owner for the time being of such 
interest.” The words of the section, it is obvious, do not 
clearly define the period of time to which the competency 
of the successor is to be referred in order that he may 
be entitled tothe benefit of the exception contained in 
it. The words “ who shall have been competent to dis- 
pose by will”? may be construed in two ways—they may 
mean “ who shall have been competent to dispose by will” 
at the time of his own death, or they may mean “ who 
shall have been competent to dispose by will” at the 
time of his becoming entitled in possession. It was con- 
tended in the present case, on behalf of the defendant, 
that the latter construction was the true one, and that 
as the late Lord Lilford, at the time of his succession to 
the estate tail, was incompetent to dispose by will of a 
continuing interest the duty ceased to be payable at his 
death, notwithstanding that he subsequently acquired 
that competency by means of the disentailing assurance, 
the liability of the successor was to be determined by 
the state of things existing atthe time when the succession 
occurred, and could not be altered by the subsequent 
acts either of the successor himself or others. It was 
however decided by the Court of Exchequer, (Pollock, 
C.B., dissentiente) that the eight half-yearly instalments 
of duty unpaid at the death of the late Lord Lilford were 
a, continuing charge on the property in respect of 
which they were claimed, and were payable by the de- 
fendant as the owner for the time being of such property. 
This decixion has, on appeal, been confirmed by the 
Honse of Lords, 

It might at first sight appear that this decision deter- 
mines that the liability to duty depends upon the com- 
petency of the successor to dispose by will of a continu- 
ing interest at the time of his death, and not at the 
time of his succeeding tothe property. A careful consi- 
deration, however, of the grounds upon which the House 
founded its decision would seem rather to lead to the op- 
posite conclusion, for the disentailing deed did not operate 
to destroy the interest of which the appellant’s father 
was the successor, butenabled him, by the power which that 
interest gave him to render it perpetual. The power to disen- 
tail was incident to, and a part of, the original succession, 
and the competency which the tenant in tail acquired, by 
the exercise of that power, to dispose of the property by 
his will, was derived from his original character of suc- 
cessor, and not from the acquisition of any new or 
different interest. It was, as was pointed out by Lord 
Colonsay, an interest, though only an estate tail, which 
had in it a certain potentiality which ripened into power 
to dispose of the estate by will, and to give a continuing 
interest to his successor. The power to disentail and after- 
wards dispose of the property by will, was part of the pro- 
perty of the successor; so that, although technically it may 
be said, that the appellant’s father was incompent at the 
time of his succession to dispose of the property by will, 
yet, practically and popularly, he was competent to do 
80; for at that time he acquired a power to disentail, and 
to nse the words of Baron Bramwell, in the court below, 
“the taking of that preliminary step was within his com- 
Petence, depending solely on his own pleasure whether 
or no it should be taken :” 12 W. R. 919; and the power 
to dispose by will followed as a necessary incident from 
the power to disentail—both powers were annexed, there- 
fore, to the estate at the time of the succession. Besides, 
itmust be remembered, as was pointed out by Lord Chan- 





cellor Campbell in Saltoun v. The Lord Advocate (3 Macq. 
671), that the Succession Duty Act being applicable to the 
whole kingdom, the technicalities of the law of England 
and Scotland respectively must, when they differ, be dis- 
regarded, and the language of the Legislature taken 
in its popular sense; and, in a popular sense, a tenant in 
tail may well be said to be competent to dispose by his 
will of a continuing interest in the property. It is con- 
ceived, therefore, that Lord Lilford v. The Attorney- 
General is a decision in favour of referring the period 
of competency to the time at which the succession 
takes place, and this construction, it is submitted, is 
the true one. To hold that the competency is to be 
determined by the state of things existing at the time 
of the death of the successor; would lead to 
consequences that could scarcely have been con- 
templated by the Legislature, and which would be 
inconsistent with the general policy of the Act. For if 
this construction were adopted it would follow that if 
the successor was merely tenant for life, with remainder 
over, and. subsequently to the time at which he succeeded 
to his life interest, he acquired the remainder in fee by 
purchase or by descent, or under the will of the person 
entitled to it, soas to be tenant in fee at the time of his 
death, any instalments of duty remaining unpaid at his 
death would be a continuing charge upon the property. 
And on the other hand if a person succeeded to a fee 
simple and afterwards resettled the estate so as to be- 
come tenant for life only, and therefore at his death to 
have no continuing interest, it would follow that the 
arrears of duty payable when he acquired the succession 
wouldcease on his death. Consequences like these can 
scarcely have been contemplated by the Act, and Lord Lil- 
ford’s case, when carefully examined, is, as we have shown, 
rather an authority in favour of the other and more 
reasonable construction. The precise point, how- 
ever decided by that case is merely this, that if 
a tenant in tail liable to duty on his succes- 
sion subsequently bar the entail so as to acquire 
the fee simple, then the instalments of duty unpaid at 
his death become a continuing charge on the property. 
Whether the same rule will be applied in the case of a 
tenant in tail who dies without barring the entail, is, 
therefore, still doubtful; notwithstanding that decision 
though it would seem to follow, as the legitimate conse- 
quence of the principles there enunciated, that this ques- 
tion ought to be answered in the affirmative. 


COMMON LAW. 
IMPLIED COVENANT FOR TITLE BY LESSOR. 
Stranks v. St. John, C. P.. 15 W.R. 678. 

In the recent case of Stranks v. St. John, the Court 
of Common Pleas has cleared up a point of law which 
was involved in some obscurity, but yet must have 
been of almost every day occurrence. 

The declaration was on an agreement, not under seal, 
by which the defendant was to let, and the plaintiff to 
take, a farm of the defendant, for a term of seven years, 
to commence in futuro, and the breach laid was “ that 
the defendant never had any right or title to let the 
said farm to the plaintiff for the said term.” 

To this breach there was a demurrer, which raised the 
important question whether on a parol agreement to 
grant a lease the intended lessor impliedly stipulates for 
title. The agreement not being under seal was void as a 
lease by the operation of 8 & 9 Vict. c. 106, s. 3, but it 
might still enure as an agreement: Zidey v. Mollett, 12 
W. R. 802, 16 C. B. N. 8S. 298. The defendant contended 
that on such an agreement the plaintiff could only sue 
for not granting the lease; and that if damages could 
be recovered against him for not having title to lease 
for seven years, it would in effect be treating the parol 
agreement as a lease, and so rendering nugatory the 
provisions of the statute. On the other hand it was 
argued that on a contract for the sale of an existing 
lease there was an implied stipulation for title, Souter 











598 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. April 27, 1867. 








v. Drake, 5 B. & Ad, 992; and that there was no diff- 
erence in principle between the two cases. The real 
question was, as put by Mr. Justice Willes, whether the 
agreement was to execute what purported to be a lease, 
or to grant a good and valid lease, and we cannot doubt 
that common sense, with which the law should, as far 
as possible, accord, would lead the unprofessional mind 
to the latter conclusion. The case of Gwillim v. Stone, 
3 Taunt. 433, says his Lordship, by no means bears out 
the marginal note, which would seem an express autho- 
rity against the plaintiff, for Lord Mansfield in that case 
only decided that the plaintiff could not recover the 
money he had spent in building operations on the de- 
fendants land by his permission before the lease was 
granted; and the dictum cf Mr. Justice Lawrence, that in 
purchases of land the rule is caveat emptor, was an error 
of the reporter. Then, as now, judges sometimes uttered 
hasty and inaccurate dicta, and it is no doubt an obvious 
course when such inaccuracies are subsequently brought 
to light, to make a scapegoat of the reporter, and say 
that he must have misreported the case. In most 
instances we believe the fault of the reporter would turn 
out to be this: not that he inaccurately recorded what 
fell from the lips of the judge, but that he has given 
permanence and publicity to loose and ill-considered obser- 
vations that were never meant to beso embalmed, and 
that he has not, before committing them to print, ascer- 
tained that they were not in conflict with the known 
law. In the present case, however, the dictum of Law- 
rence, J., occurs in the course of his judgment, and it is 
certainly a fair criticism on Mr. Taunton that his mar- 
ginal note is not borne out by his report. Gwillim v. 
Stone was decided in 1811, and four years later the 
Court of King’s Bench, in Zemple v. Brown, 6 Taunt. 60, 
expressly left undecided ‘the momentous question” 
whether there is an implied stipulation for title in an 
agreement for a lease, thereby clearly showing that 
Grillim y. Stone was not considered to have decided the 
point. The passages cited by Mr. Justice Willes from 
Sugden’s Vendors and Purchasers, are not to be found in 
the recent and more compendious editions of that work, 
but aretaken from the 11th ed. vol. 1, pp. 488, et seg. They 
show clearly that in the opinion of Lord St. Leonards acon- 
tract to sell a lease and a contract to grant a lease are on the 
same footing, and that Souter v. Drake establishei that 
in the former case there was a stipulation for title. Mr. 
Justice Willes intimated that if the point had not been 
involved in previous authorities, the Court (himself and 
Keating, J.) would have taken time to consider its judg- 
ment; the word “involved ” was well chosen, for though 
it cannot be said that the present case establishes any 
really new point of law, it does disentangle a point of 
constant occurrence and of great importance, and places 
it on aclear and intelligible footing. 
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many books of reference, so invaluable to the author and 


= 





COURTS. 


BOLLS’ COURT, 
Duewmess or tux Count. 
April 25,—liis Louneuspy stated that duri 
term he would hear the adjourned cases (publ 
aa) from chambers on ys, T 
ys, 


the present 
companies, 
ys, ond Batur- 





VICE-CHANCELLORS’ COURT. 
(Before Sir J. Stuart.) 

April 23.—Edmunds v. Brougham.—This suit, instituted 
by Mr. Leonard Edmunds against Mr. William Brougham, 
brother of Lord Brougham, was to-day brought before the 
Vice-Chancellor. 

Mr. Joseph Higgins, who appeared for the plaintiff, said 
that both parties had come to an arrangement which would 
prevent the necessity of arguing the case in court. Part of 
the arrangement was that the plaintiff should consent to 
have his case dismissed without costs, and that was the 
decree he now asked the Court to make. In doing so he 
wished it to be understood that no imputations were made 
on either side. 

Mr. Osborne Morgan, on the part of the defendant, said 
the question between the plaintiff and-defendant turned en- 
tirely upon what was the effect of an arrangement entered 
into more than thirty years ago, and it was a question of 
memory on both sides. 

The Vich-Onaxonson granted the decree asked for. 

[We learn that the terms of Fe gg include a pay- 
ment by the defendant to the plaintiff of a sum of £5,000, 
and all the costs of suit. ] 

COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 

April 24.—Mr, Justice Blackburn announced that the 
Lord Chief Justice was unwell and unable to come down to- 
day, and, therefore, the Court would take motions for new 
trials in cases tried before Mr. Justice Mellor and Mr. Jus- 
tice Lush. 





COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 

April 24.—Kidston v. the Empire Marine Insurance Com- 
pany (Limited ). 

This was an action on a policy of insurance on chartered 
freight, and at the trial at Guildhall, at the sittings after 
Michaelmas term, 1865, the verdict. was entered for the 
plaintiffs, with leave to the defendants to move. A rule 
was obtained accordingly, and was argued by arrangement, 
together with a demurrer to one of the pleas. The case in- 
volved vert important and very difficult questions of marine 
insurance law, and its discussion occupied the Court during 
two days in Hilary term, 1866, and on the following 8th of 
May, Mr. Justice Willes delivered a very elaborate judg- 
ment for the plaintiffs (15 W. R. 63; 1 L. R. C. P. 585). 
From this decision the defendants appealed, but the Ex- 
chequer chamber affirmed the judgment of the Court below. 

Watkin Williams now moved for a rule, calling on the 
defendants to show cause why the Master should not review 
his taxation of costs, on the following grounds :— 

(1.) The Master has disallowed the fees for consultation 
previous to the argument of the demurrer. 

Bovii, C.J.—What were the fees tv argue the demurrer ? 

Five guineas to the leader and three to the junior, and it 
is proposed to increase them by two guineas and one guinea 
respectively. The Master acted on the ground that it was 
not usual to allow these fees, 

Bovitt, C.J.—That does not show that he did not exer- 
cise his discretion. . 

2.) The Master has only allowed the nominal fee of one 
guinea on conference to settle special admissions. He has 
allowed the fee of two guineas for opinion on evidence, and 
that opinion was that a commission must issue to take evi- 
dence abroad, then the defendants offered to make certain 
admissions to avoid the expense of a commission, and these 
admissions were settled in conference, 

(3.) The Master has only allowed a nominal fee to the 
junior counsel on the argument in the Exchequer Chamber. 

Bovint, C.J.—I suppose the brief was only endorsed to 
whe notes ¢ 


0. 

Bovitt, C,J,—Then it ought to have been, 

It will not do to lay down a general principle that where 
only one counsel can be heard to argue, the junior should 
be allowed only a nominal fee, for it is now the practice for 
the Courts to expect the junior to be ready to argue the case. 
The Master exercised no discretion, but acted on what he 
thought a general rule, 

Bovitn, C.J,-—What were the fees allowed ? 

Fifteen guineas to the leader and five to the junior, and 
the fee charged for the junior was ten. 

Bovitt, U.J.—If the leader had fifteen guineas, five are a 
very reasonable fee for the junior. The rule must be re- 
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fused, as the Court thinks the Master exercised a proper | Compliance with that petition rests on the mere discretion 
discretion, and your affidavits do not show that he did not. | of the bishop, and my intimation to my clergy does no more 


Rule refused. — 
MIDDLESEX SESSIONS. 

April 25.—Hlizabeth Jones was findicted for attempting 
to pick the pocket of a lady, at St. James’s Church, 
Piccadilly, during a confirmation lately held. 

Mr. Warner Sleigh conducted the prosecution; Mr. 
Harris defended the prisoner. 

— Margaret Bennet was charged with stealing a pocket- 
book and other articles, a sovereign and divers other 
monies, the property and monies of Elizabeth Sontil, 
from her person. 

Mr. Warner Sleigh prosecuted; Mr. {Starling defended 
the prisoner. 

These were both robberies in St. James’s Church during 
the ceremony of confirmation. 

The evidence in both cases was that of Police-Serjeant 
Cole only, who positively swore to the facts and the 
identity of the prisoner. 

The jury found the latter prisoner guilty, but acquitted 
the former. 

Mr. Payne sentenced the latter prisoner to be imprisoned 
and kept to hard labour for six months, but at the same 
time told Serjeant Cole that, as juries were loth to com- 
mit upon a policeman’s unsupported testimony, he had 
better not take other prisoners unless he had some cor- 
roborative testimony. 





GUILDHALL POLICE COURT. 

April 20.—Mr. Beard applied to Alderman Wilson for a 
summons for perjury under the following circumstances :— 
At the last January Sessions of the Central Criminal Court, 
a person named Cannon was tried and convicted of making 
a false declaration. He was prosecuted by Mr. William 
Henry Honey, of 263, Regent-street, a money-lender, for 
having falsely declared that a paper of which he was then 
the proprietor was unencumbered, when it was not. The jury 
found him guilty, but recommended him to mercy on the 
ground that he had no intention to defraud, but only wished 
to get the money quickly. On that trial Mr. Albert Henry 
Elworthy swore that there was no draft of thedeclaration, and 
that no draft had been made. He also swore that he did 
not swear at Bow-street Police-court that there was a draft 
and that he would be able to produce it at the trial. It was 
material to produce that draft because in it Mr. Cannon 
had struck out that portion relating to the encumbrance on 
the paper. The draft was left with Mr. Elworthy to be en- 

ed, and, in writing the fair copy, that and other por- 
tions which Mr. Cannon had struck out were again in- 
serted. He did not read the declaration he made, as he 
trusted that Mr. Elworthy, his solicitor, wduld have the 
fair copy written in accordance with the alterations he had 
made. He, therefore, had to ask for a summons for wilful 
and corrupt perjury against Mr. Elworthy, in swearing that 
there was no draft, and also for swearing that he did not 
swear at Bow-street Police-court that there was a draft. In 
support of the latter portion of the allegation Mr. Beard 
Srinced a copy of the depositionsfrom Bow-street, in which 
the witness distinctly stated that he had a draft of the de- 
elaration, and could produce it. 

Alderman Wri1son granted the summons, 


GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Tue Bisnor or EXETER AND fs CLERGY. 

Sir,—As I understand that a paragraph has appeared in 
several of the a containing an unfounded state- 
ment of the object and purpose of a recent communication 
made by me to my clergy, through the deans rural, I venture 
to request of you to do me the great favour of publishing in 

paper, whenever you may conveniently have room, the 
gg true account of that much mis-stated communi- 
n. 

Thave not made any intimation of my intention to raise 

— in the courts of law, for there is already a known 

admitted maxim that no patron of a living, being in 
holy orders, can in any way require a bishop to institute 
him to the benefice, though he may petition him to do it.* 








* However “known and admitted " this ouatom may be, we quee- 
Hon whether it would bo held good on a gueere impedit, 





than inform them of the manner in which I shall exercise 


that discretion. 

Such a course has been rendered n by an increased 
and increasing practice, whick is very injurious to the rights 
and prospects of the unbeneficed clergy, and I have thus 


made it the rule of my diocese during the short continuance 
of my incumbency, in the hope that it may be followed by 
my successor. 

My intimation was that I shall not accept any nomina- 
tion of a clerical patron of himself to a living, unless the 
patronage has accrued to him by gift or succession. 

H. EXereRr. 


Fravps on RaiLway CoMPANIEs. 

Sir,--I think your observations last week on the want of 
power in the servants of railway companies to detain a 
an, fraud go a little too far. 

The Railways Clauses Consolidation Act (8 & 9 Vict. c. 20, 
s. 103), imposes a penalty on rs practising a fraud 
on the company, and section 104 authorises all officers and 
servants and other persons on behalf of the company to - 3 

rehend and detain such person (i.e. person committing 
raud) until he can conveniently be taken before some jus- 
fone or until he be otherwise discharged by due course of 

Ww 





I am not aware that this section has ever been repealed. 
E. P. W. 


[We never said that the railway company (or their ser- 
vants) could not detain a person practising a fraud on the 
company. What we said, and the authorities seem to bear 
us out, is that the company must act at their own peril, and 
will be liable for false imprisonment if the fraud be not 
made out.—Ed. S. J.] 





ARTICLED CLERKS’ EXAMINATION. 

Sir,—Will any of your readers be good enough to inform 
me whether I can give notice of applying for final examina- 
tion in the same Term in which my articles expire. : 
gratia :—my articles expire in the middle of a Term. Sup- 
pose the examination fixed for the ——, a day or two pre- 
viously, can I be examined in that Term ? 

‘AN ARTICLED CLERK. 





Dower. 

Sir, —In answer to the query of X. Y. Z., the conveyance 
to A. (the vendor) having been taken to the usual uses to 
bar dower, which always contain a power of eo 
overriding every subsequent limitation, he ean, by the exer- 
cise of that power, limit the use to the usual uses to bar 
dower in favour of B. (the purchaser), thereby not only de- 
oe the right of A.’s wife, but also of the wife of B., to 

ower. 

The assumption at the close of your correspondent’s query 
is rather far fetched. A.’s power is over the use, and any 
uses appointed thereunder are legal estates, and not 
trusts, taking effect out of the same seisin as the uses limi 
in the conveyance to A. In fact, the uses limited under the 
power in the conveyance to B. annihilate all ofher uses in 
A.'s conveyance, and the uses to B. are substituted. 

[Does “A. E.” mean to imply that by this means B. could 
be enabled to appoint a legal estate —Ep. S. J.] 





Sir,—There is some confusion in the case put by X. Y. Z. 
(anie, . 574). A.’s wife was clearly barred by the uses 
inserted in the conveyance to him. If he appointed directly 
to B, to uses in bar of dower, such uses would be si 
trusts, and B.’s wife would not be barred ; but if A. ap- 

inted to uses, in bar of dower, no claim by B.'s wife te 

ower can arise, ‘The distinction (frequently overlooked im 
practice) is, that instead of appointing that the heredita- 
ments shall at onco go to the uses hereinafter limited, 
the appointor appoints directly to B. and his heirs, to uses 
in bar of dower. Joun Karrus. 





Arvorneys’ Certificate Dury, 
Sir, —I have read a good deal in our professional 
as to the advantages of abolishing this duty, bat (w 


| in a minority or solws), [don't agree in any respect with 


those who wish for its abolition, So far as my own opiaien . 
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I think it no such evil as many do, and I am ef opinion 
that it acts, to some extent, healthily in minimising low- 
class practices. W. R. 





THE JAMAICA PROSECUTION. 

Sir,—This is a subject of considerable interest to lawyers 
as well as the public. It is not my intention to touch the 
political aspect of this matter. There is an universal sym- 
pathy with Mr. Gordon, and this is only natural. Indeed, 
the fact of the governor being re-called is of itself unmis- 
takeably significant. At the same time it is felt that the 
state of Jamaica called for prompt and decisive measures. 
It may be, and I think this is the fact, that on the whole 
Mr. Eyre is entitled to public thanks for his success in 
putting down an insurrection. Still, as a question of con- 
stitutional law, this case must not become a precedent. A 
citizen’s life has been taken under circumstances which, as I 
fully believe, cannot be justified, and this a pretty general 
opinion. The address of Lord Chief Justice Cockburn to 
the grand jury in Reg. v. Nelson and Brand is highly satis- 
factory. Still, it seems, in some respects, to have misled 
the grand jury by their ignoring the bill. We see in this 
a failure of justice, for though, I think, itis self-evident that 
an indictment for murder could not be sustained, there was 
a case of manslaughter. What was the form of the indict- 
ment ? 

This case, sir, raises an important question, which, it is 
to be regretted, remains unsettled. What circumstances 
justify martial law? Some of the instances cited by Lord 
Chief Justice Cockburn are by no means satisfactory on this 
question. This letter does not give me space to go into the 
cases referred to, or I would do so. The Jamaica case is 
evidently not the first instance of a miscarriage in English 
history. Nothing short, as I apprehend, of a civil war will 
justify martial law. In the case of Mr. Gordon, the objec- 
tion is that he was brought out of a civil district into a 
martial one. How can this possibly be justified? This 
question I will not answer, though, as it seems to me, but 
one answer can be given. Here it is we get what I may call 
the ‘‘ black feature ” of this unhappy case. It seems to me 
that these few hints may simplify a matter which appears 
somewhat complex to the public. This may be regarded as 
an act of presumption on my part, but I hope I shall he ex- 
cused in this respect. At all events we must regret that 
the. law is still unsettled on a subject of such great impor- 
tance. This case will, however, as I believe, act as a check 
to a hasty proclamation of martial law. 

J. CULVERHOUSE. 

[ We sincerely trust it will have that effect ; and, if so, 
would rejoice at finding no further notice taken of the actors 
in this unhappy tragedy.—Ep. 8. J.] 





Sir,—In answer to your correspondent X. Y. Z., I beg 
to say that, in the case referred to, no dower in favour of 
A.’s wife ever attached, the limitations being framed so as 
to vest in him a less estate than the legal fee; even if dower 
= attach an appointment under the power would override 
t. 

The proper conveyance to the present purchaser will be 
an appointment followed by a grant. 

Your correspondent seems to have misapplied the doctrine 
that forbids a use upon a use. The uses following the 
power of appointment are remainders, and not, as he sup- 
poses, ‘‘ trusts,” 

I cannot help expressing surprise that your correspondent 
should find any difficulty in such a oa and familiar case. 

A Lonpon Souicitor. 





Toomer’s Case. 

Sir,—All lovers of truth and fair play must feel indebted 
to you for your able topic in defence of the learned judge 
who tried this case, and in condemnation of those who, it 
will turn out, have not the slightest pretence for the wanton 
attack they have made upon one who, in every relation of 
life, has been noted for his impartiality and the conscien- 
tious, faithfnl, and honest discharge of his duties, 

Sir R. P. Collier's motion in the House was founded, in 
all probability, upon the report of the case in the public 
prints, or else, uponinformation of others who may have 
had their own teasons for bringing the matter forward. If 
on the former, it is no uncommon complaint that non-pro- 
fessional men make most imperfect and inaccurate reporters 
of legal ings, aud I haye reason to believe that in 





no one report of this case, have either the facts or the 
summing-up been given with sufficient accuracy, as to 
convey the most distant idea of either the one or the other. 
That a rape accompanied by the most atrocious circum- 
stances had been committed upon Miss Partridge, a true 
version of the facts will, Ihave no doubt, disclose. That 
there were circumstances of great indiscretion on her part 
cannot be denied; but although those circumstances were 
such as should have been submitted by the learned judge 
for the consideration of the jury, yet they could not be 
regarded as a condonation of a felony. Such subsequent 
conduct of hers could not have any such operation. Weré 
these circumstances submitted by the learned judge to the 
jury? It was impossible for Mr. Justice Shee, unless he 
belied his whole life, to withhold from thejury any fact that 
could tell for, or against either of the parties inany case 
which he wastrying. But I have been informed upon what 
I conceive to be the best anthority, that there never was a 
moreimpartialsumming-up. Every fact, whether in favour 
of, or against the prisoner, or,of oragainst the prosecutrix, was 
most fairly brought under the consideration of the jury. 
They were told that, if they thought that, by her conduct, 
she Ted the prisoner to believe that she was a consenting 
party, they could not convict him. Her conduct both be- 
fore and after the offence committed on the 10th or 11th of 
June, for which alone he was indicted, was strongly com- 
mented upon, and the jury were told that, if they thought 
that was the conduct of one who did not object to the con- 
nection that had taken place, they could not convict. The 
learned judge even pointed out to the jury what line of 
conduct they should expect the prosecutrix to have pursued, 
and the jury were told that the case was one entirely for 
their own consideration. 

The facts, then, having been fairly and impartially laid 
before the jury, and the matter being entirely within their ° 
province, and they having found the prisoner guilty, the 
judge was perfectly justified in taking into his consideration, 
orn passing sentence, all the circumstances of avation 
which the facts disclosed ; and, in this particular instance, 
the justice of the case would have been met if the sentence 
had been more, certainly not less, severe. 

After the discussion of the matter that has now taken 
place, it will be difficult to bring the public mind to the 
apprehension of the real state of the case. But surely it 
cannot be permitted to rest where it is. The interests of 
truth require that the public should be informed of the real 
facts. 1s there no independent member of the House who, 
in furtherance of this object, would move for the production 
of the evidence and the judge’s notes of the summing-up ? 


A BARRISTER. 





We are requested by Mr. Robert William Bennett, of 16, 
Kennedy-street, Manchester, to state that he is not the Mr. 
Bennet who took part in a ‘* Scene with Mr. Ernest Jones,” 
recently referred to in our columns, 








APPOINTMENTS. 


_ 


Henry Oxiver Barker, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to be 
assistant-registrar of deeds in the registration office, Ireland. 


Lorenzo XUEREB, ion. LL.D., to be one of her 
Majesty's judges for the (sland of Malta, 

JoserH Makinson, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, called 1864, to 
be Deputy-Coroner for Manchester. 


Witiiam Lawnper, Esq., Solicitor, to be Clerk of the 
Crown for the county of Roscommon, in the place of William 
Young, Esq., resigned. 








IRELAND. 


AssisTANT-REGISTRAR OF DEEDS. 


We have much pleasure in stating that Henry Oliver Bar- 
ker, Esq., barrister-at-law, has been appointed Assistant- 
Registrar of Deeds, in room of John Edward Chapman, Esq., 
who lately resigned the office. The Freeman's Journal, in 
noticing Mr. Barker’s appointment, observes :—‘‘ Though 
differing widely from Mr. Barker on, we might say, every 
public question, we congratulate him on his appointment, 
and believe him to be ‘the right man in the right place.’’ 
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SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSO- 
CIATION. 

Proceedings at the twentieth annual eral meeting, 
held at the Incorporated Law Society’s hall on Wednesday, 
April 17th, 1867. 

r. Stephen Williams in the chair. 

The secretary read the report and the annual balance 
sheet. 

Resolved— 

1. On the motion of the CuatrmAN, That the report of 
the committee of management be adopted, and that it be 
printed and circulated in the usual way. 

Resolved— 

2. On the motion of Mr. C. A. Smrrn (Greenwich), 
seconded by Mr. Partincron (Manchester), That the cordial 
thanks of the association be presented to the committee of 
management for their labours during the past year. 

Resolved— 

8. On the motion of Mr. C. A. Smrru, seconded by Mr. 
E. F. Burton, That the following members of the associa- 
tion be elected chairman, deputy-chairmen, and members of 
the committee of management for the ensuing year :— 

Chairman—Mr. H. S. Wasbrough, Bristol. 

Deputy-Chairmen—Mr. H. C. Chilton and Mr. S. Heelis, 
Manchester. 

Metropolitan Solicitors—Messrs. J. Anderton; E. S. 
sac fe J. Beaumont ; E. Benham; E. Bromley; James 
Burchell ; E. F. Burton ; Henry C. Chilton ; J. M. Clabon ; 
W. S. Cookson ; W. Crossman ; J. G. Dobinson ; Charles 
Druce; E. W. Field; H. F. Francis; A. Hemsley ; Jno. 
ig geet T. Kennedy ; Edward Lawrance ; C. E. Lewis ; 
C. H. Lovell ; J. A. Rose; W. Shaen, M.A.; J. S. Torr; 
C. R. Williams ; S. Williams ; John Young. 

Provincial Solicitors—Messrs. T. Payne, Bath; F. Champ- 
ney, Beverley; Arthur Ryland, J. Rawlins, and J. W. 
Whateley, Birmingham ; H. Verrall and W. J. Williams, 
Brighton ; A. Cox, L. Fry, and H. S. Wasbrough, Bristol ; 
J. Greene, Bury St. Edmunds; T. Wilkinson, and H. T. 
Sankey, Canterbury ; John Nanson, Carlisle; T. Coombs, 
Dorchester ; Herbert New, Evesham ; H. W. Hooper, Exe- 
ter; R. T. Brockman, Folkestone ; John Burrup, Glouces- 
ter; Wm. Henry Moss, and R. Wells, Hull; S. B. Jacka- 
man, Ipswich ; H. Saunders, Kidderminster ; John Sharp, 
Lancaster; G. W. Hodge, Newcastle; T. Scriven, Nor- 
thampton ; Sir W. Foster, Bart., and William Skipper, 
Norwich ; R. Enfield and W. Hunt, Nottingham; E. Ball, 
Pershore ; E.J. Pickslay, Rhayader ; Joseph Peers, Ruthin ; 
E. E. P. Kelsey, Salisbury ; J. Broughall, Shrewsbury ; T. 
Brown, Skipton ; C. E. Deacon, Southampton ; A. S. Field, 
Leamington ; Robert Barr, John Bulmer, Edwin Eddison, 
andJ. W. H. Richardson, Leeds; T. Ingram, S. Stone, 
and G. Toller, Leicester ; T. Avison, E. Banner, R. A. Payne, 
W. Radcliffe, J. Rayner, and Jas. O. Watson, Liverpool ; 
J. W. Danby, Lincoln ; J. Case, Maidstone ; J. P. Aston, 
J. F. Beever, J. Crossley, S. Heelis, J. Janion, W. H. Part- 
ington, James Street, and G. Thorley, Manchester ; John 
Clayton, and R. R. Dees, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; 8S. Al- 
cock, jun., Sunderland ; E. J. Hayes and T..M. Whitehouse, 
Wolverhampton ; C. Pidcock and J. Stallard, Worcester ; 
W. Beamont, Warrington ; T. Waters, Winchester; John 
Lewis, Wrexham ; Thomas Hodgson, George Leeman, M.P., 
and G. H. Seymour, York. 

Resol ved— 

4. On the motion of Mr. E, F. Burton, seconded by 
Mr. Sipney Smitru, That the best thanks of the associa- 
tion be presented to Mr. J. Morris and Mr. ©. A. Smith for 
their services as auditors, and that they be requested to ac- 
cept the same office for the ensuing year. 

Resolved— 

5. On the motion of Mr. E. Bennam, seconded by Mr. 
H. J. Francis, That the best thanks of the association be 
hoesigen to the council of the Incorporated Law Society 

the cordial co-operation they have afforded to the com- 

Inittee of pean during the past year, and for their 

courtesy in lending one of their rooms for the purpose of 
the meeting. 
lved — 

6. On the motion of Mr. Srpnxy SMirH, seconded by 
ih. W. H. Partington, Manchester, That the best thanks 
this meeting be presented to Mr. Stephen Williams for 





his services during the past year, and for his able conduct 
in the chair this Bs 
The meeting concluded with a vote of thanks to the secre- 
tary, which was moved by Mr. H. T. Francis and seconded 
by Mr. Srpney SmirH. 
Purure Rickman, Secretary. 





SOLICITOR’S BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

On Wednesday last, the eighteenth half-yearly general 
mecting of the members and friends of this Association was 
held in the hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery- 
lane, Mr. Thomas Harrison, the deputy chairman presiding 
(in the absence of Mr. Anderton the chairman). Amongst the 
of members the profession present were the following gentle- 
‘men: Mr. S. Williams, Mr. C. A. Smith, Mr. J. Anderson 
Rose, Mr. Sidney Smith, Mr. John Mackrell, Mr. H. 8. Red- 
path, Mr. Proudfoot, Mr. R. Thomas, &c 

The Secretary (Mr. Eiffe) read the notice convening 
the meeting, the minutes of last meeting, ‘and the half- 
yearly report of the directors, which states ‘‘ that the Associa- 
tion continues to make steady progress. 

‘* During the past half-year 83 new members have been en- 
rolled, of whom 15 are life, and 68 annual. The total num- 
ber of members now enrolled is 1776, of whom 608 are life, 
and 1168 annual. 18 of the life members are also annual 
subscribers. 

“The abstract of the accounts shows that the total re- 
ceipts during the half-year, including the balance of 
£244 1s. 3d., from the previous account, amount to 
£1,234 17s. 4d. 

**£600 have been invested in the purchase of India Five per 
Cents., and the total invested capital is now £12,164 9s. 2d. 
consisting of £7,093 2s. 10d. India Five per Cents., and 
£5,071 6s. 4d., Three per Cent Consols ; the annual divi- 
dends being nearly £500. 

‘A sum of £95 has been expended in grants of relief toa 
member and to the widows and families of members, as 
shown in the appended abstract. The directors feel it to 
be their duty to call special attention to one of these grants. 
It was made to a lady, the wife of a member who had quitted 
the country under very painful circumstances, leaving her 
totally unprovided for. The board felt a difficulty in 
dealing with the case, as open to objection with reference to 
the strict meaning of the second rule ; but the circumstances 
were distressing, and conceiving that they would be acting 
in the spirit of their trust, they made her a grant of £20. 
A sum of £125 has been distributed in the relief of sixteen 
necessitous families of deceased solicitors who were not 
members of the Association. 

‘*Having regard to the larger sum expended in relief of 
the families of non-members as compared with the amount 
applied in the case of members, the board think it right to 
remark that such a result is not to be attributed to any 
want of attention to the claims of members, but to the cir- 
cumstance of the paucity, at this early stage of the associa- 
tion, of Savers from members. 

bie ance of £151 11s. 9d. remains to the credit of the 
association at the Union Bank of London, and there isa 
sum of £15 in the Secretary's hands. 

‘*The directors regret to have to record the decease of a 
colleague since the last meeting—Mr. Edwin Eddison, of 
Leeds; and the retirement of two others—Mr. Thomas 
Evans, of Hereford, and Mr. Henry Philip Markham, of 
Northampton. To two of the vacancies thus occasioned, 
and to a previous one not filled up, the board have elected 
the following gentlemen :—Mr. John Bulmer, of Leeds ; 
Mr. William Brooks Gates, of Northampton; and Mr. 
William Frank Blandy, of Reading. 

‘¢The directors have much pleasure in announcing that the 
Right Hon. the Lord Chief Justice Bovill has kindly con- 
sented to preside at the Society’s seventh anniversary 
festival, which will take place on Monday, the 10th of June 
next, at Willis’s Rooms, King-street, St James’s, when it is 
hoped that, through the valuable aid of the members and 
friends of the Association, the society's interests will be 
materially promoted.” 

The CHAIRMAN, in moving that the report be adopted, 
stated that he thought there was but one point in it which 
challenged animadversion, and that referred to the larger 
amount of relief expended upon the families of non-members 
than upon those of members of the association; but that 
was somewhat natural at this early s of the society's 
career and rather tended to show that the Association was 
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supported by the better class of the profession. As soon as 
the claims of members and their families increased, they 
would take precedence of the others and have relief accorded 
to them on a much more liberal scale than in the case of 
non-members. 

A discussion then followed upon some observations from 
Mr. Redpath, that the expenditure of the society was too 
large in proportion to the subscriptions, but it wassuggested 
that as this is a young society, it is desirable to incur extra 
expenditure in printing and — for the purpose of 
making its existence and the mode of its operations more ex- 
tensively known. 

The CHArRMAN, in vindicating the course which had 
been followed, said that it was the desire of the board of 
directors to conduct the business of the association as 
economically as they could, and they would be happy to 
carry out any suggestion with that view which would be con- 
sistent with the interests of the charity. 

The report was then adopted, and the usual votes of 
FS apenas been passed unanimously, the meeting termin- 
ate: 





OBITUARY. 


EDWARD WEATHERALL, Esq. 

We seem destined to lose our valuable:men by sudden 
death. It is not long since Mr. Kenyon Parker was struck 
down in the street by a runaway cab, and received his death 
blow, and now we have to record the sudden death of the 
senior Chief Clerk to Vice-Chancellor Wood. On Thursday, 
the 18th inst., he was performing his duties in Lincoln’s- 
inn, and on Friday morning he was found dead in. his bed. 
For some time he had been in an infirm state of health, and 
was himself under the impression, which the manner of his 
decease has confirmed, that his malady was disease of the 
heart. His medical advisers had, as we understand, formed 
a contrary opinion. 

Mr. Weatherall was articled at an early age to Mr. George 
Johnson, of the firm of Hurd & Johnson, and was admitted 
a solicitor in the year 1832. He was for many years a 
member of the well-known firm of Johnson & Weatherall, 
in the Temple, until his appointment as Chief Clerk to Vice- 
Chancellor Wood in the month of July, 1858, on the occasion 
of the vacancy caused by the appointment of Mr. R. Bloxam 
to the post of additional taxing master. In reviewing the 
public life of one who came continually in contact with 
members of the profession, it is not too much. to say that Mr. 
Weatherall always commanded their respect by his amiable 
and conciliatory manner, and if he had his faults, they con- 
sisted merely in a strict adherence to form even when appar- 
ently o poe to what was right ‘‘ upon the merits.” His 
loss wi felt by a large circle of friends, as well as by all 
chancery practitioners. The deceased gentleman was a 
widower, and leaves a family of two sons and four daughters. 





ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Trinity Term, 1867. 
The clerks’ names r in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.] 
Arxtxson, Joun Toomas.—Charles A. Branson, Sheffield. 
Bracuey, Henry Grorce.—William F, D’Arcy, Newton 
Abbott ; John Hooper, Newton Abbott. 
—- E.tery Artuur.—John Nicholas Bennett, Ply- 
mouth. 
Brscozy, Tuomas.—George Marshall, Jun.,East Retford. 
Bice, Epwarp Arruvr.—S, O. Bigg, Bristol. 
Brown, Atrrep.—George T. Porter, 4, Victoria-street, 
Westminster. 
Butt, Joun Curistorner.—Richard Jones Croxon, Os- 


westry. 

Brrrovens, Jonn BreamMes Coorren.—William ‘Tanner, 
Bristol. 

Busey, Korgrr Wit11amM.—John A. Wilson, Alnwick ; 
G. Wilson, 11, New-inn. 

CaxTwricat, Berxand TaLzor.—John F. Thurstans, Wol- 
verhampton. 

Casry, Evwarpv.—William Hawkins, Hitchin. 

srs RicnAnp, Jun,—Richard Cattarns, 33, Mark- 





CHAMPION, ALFRED.—Charles Champion, 11, Austinfriars ; 
Benjamin T.. Allen, Burnham, Somerset. 

Cayton, Joun.—Henry Thomas Darnton, Ashton-under- 
Lyne. 

Geccans Francis. — Arthur Walker, 13, King’s-road, 
Gray’s-inn. 

CoorER, JOHN SpyREE.—John Watson, Jun., Nottingham. 

CoopEer, SAMUEL EDwARD.—William Cooper, Tunstall. 

Cox, THomas.—William A. Byrch, Evesham. 

Crapock, Joun Davys.—Thomas Cradock, Loughborough, 
Leicester ; William John Woolley, Loughborough, Lei- 
cester. 

Daz, THomMAs.—Joseph L. Dale, 8, Furnival’s-inn. 

Davenport, THoMAS Marriott, B.A.—John Marriott 
Davenport, Oxford ; George Thomas Woodrooffe, 1, New- 
square, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Davies, WILLIAM.—William Shuttleworth, Liverpool. 

Davis, CHARLES MicuArEL.—-Michael Davis, Usk. 

Diepy, Ernest.—George Wyatt Digby, 35, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. 

Drake, Francis NatHan.—George William Harris, Hal- 
stead, Essex. 

Esam, CHartEs Goprrey.—Arnold Parker, Sheffield. 

Fisuer, Roserr Joun.—John Fisher, Masham. 

FLETCHER, ALGERNON.—Christopher Cheshire, Northwich, 
Chester. 

Forrest, SAMUEL Henry.—Joseph Stokes, Dudley. 

Foster, RicHarp.— William Foster, Liverpool. 

GARDINER, WALTER.—John Satchell, 6, Queen-street, 
Cheapside; Alfred C. Cronin, 11, Southampton-row, 
Bloomsbury. 

GEORGE, OLIVER.—Messrs. Wyatt & Sisson, St. Asaph. 

Gipson, JASPER.—William Gibson, 64, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

ba Tuomas.—Charles Henry Phillips, Kingston-upon- 

Sale 

Goprrey, AtBert SreeD.—John P. Godfrey, 5, South- 
square, Gray’s-inn. 

Goprrey, Epwarp Crotcu.—Daniel Godfrey, Abingdon. 

Haynes, JoHn Freprerick.—Richard H. Rolls, Banbury ; 
Daniel P. Pellatt, Banbury ; Edward Mackeson, 59, Lin- 

- coln’s-inn-fields. 

Heccerty, WILLIAM.—Samuel Carter, 32, Great George- 
street, Westminster. 

Hockin, CHARLES Francis.—Edward Marrack, Truro. 

Howard, ALFRED.—Edward M, Wright, Bacup, Lancaster. 

HvuszarD, Davin Joun.—Joseph John Hubbard, 18, Buck- 
lersbury. 

Hvueues, Joun.—Thomas and Charles Minshall, Oswestry. 

Hunter, Ropert.—George Lewis Phipps, 1, John-strect, 
Bedford-row. 

JOHNSON, GEORGE FEATHERSTONE.—George Johnson, 7, 
King’s Bench-walk. 

JonEs, WILLIAM GAMES.—William Games, Brecon. 

LitrLz, CHARLES Epwarp.—Messrs. Stone, Chamberlayne, 
& King, Bath; Thomas, W. Gibbs, Bath; William 
Compton Smith, 48, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Lock, Arraur Henry.—Henry Lock, Dorchester. 

Lockyer, Georce.—John Mills, 3a, Brunswick-place, 
City-road. 

Lorp, Tuomas Kernion.—Edward Herford, Manchester ; 
Henry Atkinson, Manchester ; George Johnson, 7, King’s 
Bench-walk. 

Lyncu, Henry.—Maurice John Hore, Liverpool. 

McKenziz, Tuomas Cuar.es.—Ralph Sisney, Sunderland ; 
George Brodrick, 9, Bow Church-yard, Cheapside, 

Marvin, Ricnarp, Jun.—Alexander Hellard, Portsmouth. 

Morris, Winu1AM Huaues,—Edward Frederick Burton, 
25, Chancery-lane, 

NIcHOoLson, g Fee — Stephen Sanders, Berwick-upon- 
Tweed. 

Osporn, Rosert.—Joseph Humphry Grant, 16, Prince’s- 
street, Kennington-cross, 

Parrott, Perer.—Thomas Michael Colville, Macclesfield. 

Parry, Henry Isaacson.—John R. N. Norton, Monmouth. 

Peruam, Witttam Epwarp.—Thomas Hanlin, Redhill, 
Somerset. 

PiLKinaton, Hanoty.—William Radcliffe, Liverpool. 

Roserts, Witt1AM.—William Lloyd, Ruthin. 

SHAPLAND, ADAM FRANCIS TERRELL.—John Terrell, Shap- 
land, South Molton, 4 

SincteTon, Epwin.—Edward Cleathing Bell, Kingston- 
upon-Hull, 

Smiru, Joun.~ Joseph G. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
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Stevens, CHARLES WILLIAM.—Charles Stevens, 35, Buck- 
lersbury. 

Tuompson, Mark, Jun.—William Snowball, Sunderland. 

TOWNSEND, ALFRED DaAvison.—William Jackson, Jun., 
Liverpool ; Jackson Townsend, Birkenhead. 

TraprEs, Henry Byrnanp.—Henry Trappes, Manchester ; 
Smith Lancashire, Manchester. 

Walker, Henry Joun.—Richard Wright, 57, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

Watkins, Toomas Epwarp.—F. Hoskins Gough, 19, Par- 
liament-street. 

Watson, JouN Grorce.—John Perry Godfrey, 5, South- 
square, Gray’s-inn ; William Elliott Duncan, 80, Basing- 
hall-street. 

Warts, Joun JAMEs.—Edward Hodgkinson, 17, Little 
Tower-street. : 

WEATHERHEAD, WILLIAM.—Robert B. Weatherhead, Ber- 
wick-upon-Tweed. 

Wuirty, THomMas Ranson.—William Hunt, Nottingham. 

Wuson, JouN WatteER.—Herbert M. Gibson, Plymouth. 

vo Tuomas Garp.—William Wood, 178, New Kent- 


road. 

Wootts, GEorckE Harman.—Edward Woolls, Uxbridge. 

Tanares JoHN, Jun.—Joseph Willis Swinburne, Gates- 

ead. 

Woosnam, GEORGE.—Messrs. Woosnam & Lloyd, Newtown; 
Charles Thomas Woosnam, Newtown. 

Wymonp, THomas Puitiirs.—Alfred Rooker, Plymouth. 

WyxpHaM, CHARLES WADHAM.—William Moseby Tayler, 
9, Old Jewry-chambers. 

a Witu1am Gatwarp. — Richard W. Williams, 

ii. 


Trinity Term, 1867, pursuant to Judge's orders. 

Bourne, JOHN RoBert.—George G. Buckston, 8, White- 
hall-place. 

Fawcrtr, Toomas Cooper.—Herbert P. Southey, 4, West- 
minster-chambers, Victoria-street, Middlesex ; William 
Talbot, Kidderminster. 

Tissitts, ALBERT.—Thomas A. Tibbitts, 1 Field-court, 
Gray’s-inn. 

Trinity Vacation, 1867. 
Baxter, WynNE Epwin.—Carew Sanders Robinson, Croy- 


don, 

7 Epric, B.A.—James Ingram, 86, Lincoln’s-inn- 
elas, 

BenTuaM, Joun Jotty.—George S. Ranson, Sunderland. 

CLEAVER, RicHarD Stewart.—Richard Holden, Liverpool. 

Downe, WitttAM.—Henry M. Richardson, Bolton-le- 
Moors, 

DrumMmonp, 
Croydon. 

Gery, ArtHUR Stanton WapE.—Thomas T. Dibb, Leeds ; 
Frederick James Wise, March. 

Harver, Wittiams.—Edward Saxton, 84, Cheapside ; 
John Urquhart, 11, Staple-inn. 

Hazuirr, Jonny Naroiron.—Henry Hugh Beckitt, 39, 
—— ; Edward G. Tattershall, 9, Great James- 
street. 

Hot, Eanp.ey-WiLMor BLomer1eLp.—Preston Karslake, 
4, Regent-street. 

Nasu Joun Rosert.—Richard Mason, Farnham. 

Ospornx, JenumMtaH.—Charles Edward Ward, Bristol. 

Paice, Henry.—Charles C, Whiteford, Plymouth. 

Porr, ALFrED.—Edward F, Slack, Bath. 

— JouN ARNOLL.—Lionel Thomas Bencraft, Barn- 
staple, 

Tittyarp, Esenuzer.—John Oddin Taylor, Norwich. 


COURT PAPERS. 


ORDER IN CHANCERY. 

Whereas, by the 5th of the Consolidated Orders of this 
court, rule 6, it is provided that the Lord Chancellor may 
from time to time, by special order, direct the offices to be 
closed on days other than those mentioned in the Ist rule 
of the said order ; and whereas Saturday, the 25th day of 
May next, has been a pointed for the celebration of her 
Majesty’s birthday, or such event has been heretofore ob- 
served as a general holiday in the several offices of this 
Court, Ido therefore order that the several offices of this 
Court be closed on Saturday, the 25th day of May next, and 

this order be entered and set up in the several 
of this court. (Signed) CusLMsrorD, C, 


Patrick WILttAM.—William Drummond, 











PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Qvoratton, April 25, 1867, 
[From the Official List of the actual business transacted.] 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


3 per Cent. Consols, 90} Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, May 9, 903 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 193 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 894 Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. 18 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 893 Ditto, £500, Do 25 pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, 794 Ditto, £100 & £200,-18 pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 94 Bank of England Stock, 6} per 
Do, 5 per Cent., Jan. °73 — Ct. (last -year) 251 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 

INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
India Stock,'10} p Ct. Apr.'74 219 | Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.°72 103 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, ’79 — 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, 80 110} | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 
Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. 788 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. °73 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000, 52 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 843 | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 52 pm. 


RAILWAY STOCK. 








































































Shares. Railways. |Paid, Closing Prices. 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ......ccsssssssesseesseres ++} 100 79 
Stock | Caledoni ' 100 110 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ......00sse00 | 100 107 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .......s000 | 100 
Stock | Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 ......... | 100 
Stock | Great Northern 100 1l4 
Stock Do., A Stock* 100 117 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland; 100 91 
Stock | Great Western— oe ar paleanerreneoneion 100 4igxd 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford 27xa 
Stock Do., do.—Ne: _ pee | axa 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire ............000+ 1 122g 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast...... 100 60 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover.............«} 100 17 
Stock | London and North-Western...... «| 100 115 
Stock | London and South-Western ...... --| 100 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln......... 100 474 
Stock | Metropolitan 10e 117 
Stock | Midland ......... 100 1g 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby ............ 100 82 
Stock | North British 100 
Stock | North London 100 ila 

10 | Do., 1866 5 6t 
Stock | North Staffordshir 100 70 
Stock | Scottish Central 100 = 
Stock | South Devon ...... . 100 48 
Stock | South-Eastern 100 66 
Stock | Taff Vale 100 138 

10 Do., C _ 34 pm 

* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 

Money Market Anp City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 


The Easter holidays have, as is usual upon the recurrrence of 
this period of the year, suspended the customary course of busi- 
ness transactions upon the Stock Exchange. Since writing our 
last monetary review business has been limited only to that 
which necessity compelled, and quotations have been little better 
than nominal. The markets have been languid, and an utter 
absence of every ies of animation has prevailed. Should, 
however, the continental political horizon clear, there is every 
prospect of increased business. Whilst the public are forbearing 
to embark their capital in joint-stock undertakings, and foreign 
stocks are absorbing some of the cash now investment, 
it must not be overlooked that land in all parts of the country is 
being purchased, and in the neighbourhood of railway stations, 
within an hour’s ride of London, east, west, north, and south, 
estates are rapidly being staked out for building sites, and these 
estates, in whole or part, frequently change hands. This is, so 
far, satisfactory; for, whilst it prevents capital leaving the 
country, it opens upa safe mode of investment to those who 
are satisfied with a moderate return upon their outlay. 

Consols have been very quiet, and are now oy to 90} for 
money ; and 90} for the account. 

The Bank directors, at their usual weekly court, separated 
without effecting any change in the official minimum. 

The weekly Bank return gives the following comparative re- 

t . 


si 

In the bullion there has been a decrease of £50,587, the total 
representing £19,336,927. The reserve of notes shows an increase 
of £205,426, the aggregate standing at £10,100,880, The pri- 
vate securities present a total of £18,249,706, the decrease being 
£274,166. The Government securities exhibit ne change. A 
decrease has occurred in the Government balances of 
roy and in the private balances there is a decrease*of 
£916,625. 

4 the Foreign Stock markets almost every class has suffered, 
but Venezuelas have fallen considerably. “The loan of 1864, 
brought out by the General Credit Company at 50, is new below 
19; and the continued seizure of hypothecated dues has issued 
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in a remonstrance to Lord Stanley, asking his lordship’s assist- 
ance for the protection of the bondholders. 

Railway shares have followed in the general downward course, 
and there is no likelihood of any permanent rally in this depart- 
ment, until some satisfactory adjustment of the existing financial 
difficulties of several companies has taken place. 

In banking shares no variations of importance have occurred. 

No transactions of any moment have occurred in insurance 
shares, and the market, in the absence of sales, is practically 
unaltered. 

A petition to wind up the Anglo-Danubian Steam Navigation 
and Colliery Company (Limited) is to be heard on the 4th of 
May by Lord Romilly. 

Lord Romilly has appointed Mr. Edwards (Cash & Edwards) 
official liquidator of the Friend in Need, Life, Guarantee, and 
Accidental Insurance Company (Limited). 








TxHE Pouice IN THE WiTNESS Box.—In the roll of accusa- 
tions against the police, a very small place seems to be taken by 
one which in gravity, and we fear frequency, is really one of the 
most important. It is almost a proverb among barristers that a 
policeman is nowhere so formidable as in the witness-box. Cer- 
tainly any one who reads the police reports must be struck with 
the fact that policemen never contradict one another. To fall 
out with one is to fall out with the whole force, and however 
much professional evidence may be forthcoming, it always—if a 
ser ype credit is at stake—makes out and corroborates the 

t statement. Every now and then it happens that some in- 
dependent witness is in a position completely to disprove the 
official testimony. The case is then dismissed, and nothing more 
comes of it. But it is rather startling to reflect that, if the only 
available witnesses had been the policemen concerned, the 
magistrate would never arrived at the facts, and justice would 
have been violated in order that the character of the force might 
be maintained. When this kind of thing happens, as it some- 
times does, at quarter sessions, the danger of such a result is 
considerably less. The Judge is independent, and he acts in the 
presence of the Bar. But in the police courts the latter safe- 
guard does not exist, and the force of the former is dangerously 
weakened. The status of the police magistrate is not sufficiently 
assured to make him in all cases a safe mediator between the 

ublic and the police. He is removable at the pleasure of the 

ome Office ; the Home Office is greatly under the influence of 
the police authorities ; and the police authorities naturally lean to 
the side of their own officers. Consequently, if a magistrate 
passes a censure on the conduct of the police, or is disinclined to 
take their view of the circumstances, or subjects their testimony 
to unpleasant cross-examination, he arrays against him all the 
influences which can make his position unpleasant, and even un- 
tenable. It is not fair to any persons holding a judicial office to 
subject them to needless hindrances in the discharge of their 
duty ; and when it is borne in mind how large a number of 
people are practically interested in the proper working of our 
police system, it is strange that steps have not been taken before 
now to make police magistrates irremovable.— Saturday Review. 


Tue RecorD-OFFICE, FeTTER-LANE.—The central tower of 
the Record-office, which is now nearly completed, is to have on 
each of its four sides a statue, under a canopy that stands above 
the parapet—the Empress Matilda, Queen Elizabeth, Queen 
Anne, and Queen Victoria. The execution of these statues has 
been intrusted by Mr. Pennethorne to Mr. J. Durham, A.R.A. 
The statue of Queen Victoria was the first placed in its nook, 
and the Empress Matilda has just now been erected. Queen 
Anne will be there before the 20th of April, and Queen Eliza- 
beth by the 18th of May ; and thus the tower will be completed, 
and all scaffolding removed by June. The statues, which are ad- 
mirably executed, are above the size of life—a fact that would 
scarcely be guessed from below.—Builder. 


DEMOLITION OF Docrtors’-comMons.—The demolition of 
Doctors’-commons has commenced, and the ancient Court of 
Admiralty and the places where the Ecclesiastical Courts were 
held will be shortly cleared, for the formation of the new street 
from Blackfriars to the Mansion-house. 

Tue Ricur Hon. Francis BLackBuRNE.—We believe 
we convey the general feeling of the Irish bar and the pub- 
lic when we express a hope that some substantial recog- 
nition of the eminent sevices of the illustriou s judge who has 
recently retired from the Bench should be accorded by the pre- 
sent Government. It is notorious that he reluctantly, for the 
interests of the present Goverment, resigned the post of Lord 
Justice of Appeal last July, and accepted the high office of Lord 
Chancellor. During the eight months he held the Great Seal 
of Ireland, we believe that the duties of Lord Chancellor, both 
judicially and politically, were never more efficiently performed. 

e left no arrear for his successor to discharge, onl we believe 
he cleared off an arrear which had been left for him by his 
eminent predecessor in office. The retirement of one who has 
been an eloquent and convincing advocate, a just and upright 
judge, a moderate and enlightened politician, an honest and 
zealous supporter of his party, should not be itted to take 
place without an appropriate appreciation of his claims. It is 





sixty-two years since Francis Blackburne was calledto the Irish 
Bar, and forty-five years since he first took his seat on the 
Bench at Limerick to dispose of Whiteboy offences, and by his 
resolute and firm administration of justice, pacified the country. 
As Attorney-General, in 1831, he prosecuted Daniel O’Connell 
so ably and pertinaciously as to secure a plea of guilty from his 
great opponent; whilst he was no less distinguished for ability, 
moderation, and judgment as a Master of the Rolls, Lord Chief 
Justice, Lord Chancellor, and Lord Justice of Appeal. He 
retires into private life without one personal enemy, with the 
regard and veneration of all who have the privilege of his in- 
timacy or acquaintance, and with the admiration, respect, and 
good-will of all classes. We eainestly hope that he may long 
survive to aid by his wisdom the councils of the State, and as a 
r of the realm, to serve his party, as he has alwaysdone, with 
delity, ability, and unrivalled sagacity and moderation.— 
Saunders’s News-letter. 


CenTRAL CriminaL Court.—The office of clerk of indict- 
ments in the Central Criminal Court has become vacant by the 
death of Mr. A. H. Wardell, who discharged the duties for 
many years. Mr. Wardell held a similar post at the Norfolk 
Circuit. 


Mrppiesex ReGcisTRARS’ FEES.—On Saturday a return was 
issued, showing that in the year 1866 the gross amount of fees 
received by the registrars of deeds &c., in the county of Middle- 
sex was £12,564 4s. The office expenses, salaries, —— &e., 
were £3,098 lds. 3d., and the net amount received by each of the 
three registrars £2,368 12s. 2d. 


DEMOLITION or Houses NEAR CLEMENT'S INN.—On Wed- 
nesday morning a large number of workmen were set to work 
for the removal of portions of the extensive and complicated 
network of lanes, courts, and alleys covering the area imme- 
diately to the east of Clement’s Inn, for the purposes of the new 
Palace of Justice, and in a few days Old and New Boswell- 
courts, Clement’s-lane, and the adjacent places will all be gone. 
In Old Boswell-court the Post Office Directory has hitherto been 
—. In Clement’s-lane, which was attacked on Wednes- 

y morning, stand some old houses, one of which is remarkable 
as the scene of one of those royal intrigues and misdeeds which 
figure in the Memoires pour Servir of Charles II. and his Court. 
As soon as this portion of the site of the New Law Courts is 
cleared, the buildings lying to the west of Bell-yard will be at- 
tacked, and in a few weeks there will be a vast open space ex- 
tending from Temple-bar on the east, Clement’s-inn on the west, 
Lincoln’s-inn on the north, and the Strand on the south. 


MINISTERIAL BULLETIN.—The answer of the latest inquiry 
at the Home-office is, that Mr. Walpole is doing as well as he 
= = expected to do, but is still suffering from a Toomer.— 

unch, 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
April 18.—By Mr. W. H. Moore, 
Leasehold residence, No. 26, Park-road, Haverstockehill, let‘at £80 
= annum ; term 85} years unexpired, at £8 per annum—Sold for 


£900. 

Leasehold residence, No. 29, Park-road, let at £75 per annum; term 
similar to above, at 10s. per annum—Sold for £1,080, 

Leasehold, 7 residences, Nos. 32, 34, 35, 39, 41, 43, and 44, Park-road, let 
at £72 to £80 each per annum; term similar to above, at £12 each 
per annum—Sold from £885 to £900 each. 

Leasehold, 5 residences, Nos. 2, 3, 4,6, and 7, Lansdowne-terrace, 
Gloucester-road, Regent’s-park, let at £45 each per annum; term 
934 * fame from 1858, at £6 each per annum—Sold from £430 to £440 


each. 

Leasehold residence, known as Oxford Villa, No. 30, Haverstock-road, 
let at £90 per annum ; term 96 years from 1855, at £15 15s. per an- 
num—Sold for £870. 

Leasehold residence. No. 13, St. John’s-terrace, North-gate, Regent’s- 
park, estimated value £90 per annum ; term 52 years unexpired, at 
£15 per annum—Sold for £840. 

Leasehold, 2 houses, 1 with shop, Nos. 14 and 15, Clarenden-square, 
Somers town, producing £125 9s. per annum; term 73 years from 
1806, at £30 per annum—Sold for £350. 

By Mr. Newzon. 

Leasehold, 2 houses, known as Sylvan Cottage, Hornsey-road, of the 
value of £60 per annum, and the adjoining premises, No. 2, Sylvan- 
cottages, let at £20 per annum; term 22 years unexpired, at 
£12 12s, per annum—Sold for £575. 

Leasehold residence, No. 28, Belitha, Barnshury-park, estimated 
annual value £40 per annum ; term 6/3 years from 1845, at £10 per 
annum-— Sold for £520, 

By Mr. C. H. Wess. 

Leasehold, 2 cottages, Nos. 3and 4, Andover-road, Hornsey road, 
preducing £39 3s. per annum; term 80 years unexpired, at £8 per 
annum—Sold for £200. 


April 24.—By Messrs. Epwin Fox & BousFizLD. 

Freehold ground rents, amounting to £58 Is. per annum, arising out 
of 16 houses, situate in Rosetta-street and Wilcox-road, South - 
beth—Sold for £1,235. 

The ground lease for 55 years unexpired, at £110 per annum, of the 
premises No. 122, Regent-street, let for the whole term at £352 5s. 
per,annum—Sold for £3,700, 
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By Messrs. Dann & Son. 
Freehold residence, known as Stanley-house, Bexley-heath, Kent, 
let at £40 per annum—Sold for £650. 
By Messrs. VicERSs, 
Freehold residence, with garden, situate at Wimbledon, Surrey— 
Sold for £1,C00. : 
Freehold plot of building land, fronting the main road, Wimbledon— 


Sold for £400, 
AT THE LONDON TAVERN. 
By Mr. Futter, 

Freehold houses, shops, and wharf, the Miller’s Arms, beer-house and 
malt-house, a ground rent of £35 per annum, and several acres of 
building land, situate at Chelsea, Fulham, Battersea, and Wands- 
worth, forming the second portion of the West London Extension 
Railway’s surplus property—Lot | sold for £1,000. Lot 2 sold for 
£430. Lot 3sold for £600. Lot 6 sold for £600. Lot 7sold for £1,950. 
Lot 8 sold for £510. Lot 9 sold for £440. Lot 10 sold for £910. Lot 
11 sold for £150. Lot 12 sold for £310. Lot 13 sold for £500, Lot 14 
sold for £200. Lot '6 sold for £3,700. Lot 29 sold for £630. Lot 30 
sold for £73. Lot 31 sold for £700. Lot 32 sold for £910. Lot 33 sold 
for £1.620. Lot 34 sold for £186. Lot 35 sold for £730. Lot 36 sold 
for £770. Lot 37 sold for £770. 


AT THE GUILDHALL COFFEEHOUSE. 
By Messrs. C. D, Frenp & Son. 

Freehold, 10 houses, with shed and premises, Nos. 11 to 17, George- 
street, and 19 to 21, Saul-place, George-street, Suffolk-street, South- 
wark, let at and of the value of £278 8s. per annum—Sold for £2,410. 

Freehold, 6 houses, Nos. 1 to 6, Eastbourne-cottages, Cowley-road, 
Wellesley-road, Snaresbreok, producing £124 16s. per anaum— 
Sold for £1,390. 

By Mr. Henry Rice. 

The advowson and right of patronage and presentation to the Vicar- 
age of Pirton, Hertford—Sold for £750. 

By Messrs. GREEN. 

Freehold Residence No. 51, Kensington-garden-square, let at £105 
per annum—Sold for £1,900. 

Leasehold, 5 houses and shops, Nos. 30 to 34, Archer-st, Westbourne- 
park, producing £335 per annum; term, 834 years unexpired, at £8 
per annum each house—Sold for £2,580. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

LOPES—On April 18, at Eastbourne, Sussex, the wife of Honry C. 
Lopes, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son, 

SHIPPARD—On April 18, at Tarnham-green, the wife of Sydney Go- 
dolphin A, Shippard, M.A., B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law, of the Inner 
Temple, of a daughter. 

SNAGGE—On April 17, at 5, Kensington-gardens-square, London, the 
wife of Thomas William Snagge, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a 
daughter. 

WALKER—On April 22, at Sunnybank, Dundee, the wife of Thomas 
Walker, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

CARDALE—PECK—On April 23, at the Catholic and Apostolic Church, 
Harrow-road, George Cardale, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, son of John 
Bate Cardale, Esq., of Albury, Surrey, to Maria Louisa, daughter of 
the late Rev. Jasper Peck, M.A. 

HOLDSWORTH—STORK—On April 23, at Bigby, Lincolnshire, Charles 
Joseph Holdsworth, Esq., Solicitor, of Brixton, London, to Harriett, 
daughter of the late John Stork, Esq., of Hull. 

LEECH—WHITEHEAD—On April 20, at St. Dunstan’s-in-the-West, 
William Leech, Esq., of the Temple, son of Joseph Leech, Esq., 
Morden-house, Blackheath, to Florence Bothwell, daughter of Wil- 
liam Whitehead, Esq., The Mount, Coggeshall, Essex. 

PAGNY—PEARSON—On April 23, at Walcot St. Swithin’s, Bath, 
Marcellin Gustave Pagny, LL.D., Avocat, to Frances Anne, daughter 
of Thomas Pearson, Esq.,of 1, Brunswick-place. 

PEARD—TERRELL— On April 22, at the Parish Church, South Brent, 
John Davis Peard, Esq., Solicitor, of 30, Adelaide-road, Haverstock- 
hill, and 4, Lincoln’s-ina-fields, to Margaret Elizabeth, only child of 
Henry Terrell, Esq., of Belle Vue, South Brent, Devon. 


DEATHS. 


BOUSFIELD—On April 18, at 5, Stoneleigh-villas, Brixton, Elizabeth, 
widow of the late Edward Bousfield, Esq , Solicitor, 

CRAIGIE—On April 19, at Falcon-hall, Edinburgh, Henry Craigie, 
Esq., Writer to the Signet. 

GREGORY—On April 22, at Eyam View, near Bakewell, Derbyshire, 
Sarah, wife of Thomas Gregory, Esq., Solicitor. 

HAWKE - On April 21, at 5, St. Alban’s-road, South Kensington, John 
Hawke, Esq., Solicitor, aged 47. 

JONES—On April 22, at No. 39, Granville-square, W,C., Sophia, widow 
of the late Thomas Jones, Esq., Solicitor, aged 51. 

RENARD—On April 21, at 292, Camberwell New-road, aged 67, 
Samuel Ren Esq., late of the Accountant-General’s Office, 
Court of Chancery. 

SOMERVILLE—On April 21, at 23, Blacket-place, Edinburgh, Sarah 
ee wife of James Somerville, Esq., Solicitor, Supreme Courts. 

SURTEES—On April 19, at his residence, Silkmore, near Stafford, Sir 
Stephenson Villiers Surtees, D.C.L., late Chief Justice of Mauritius, 
Deputy Lieutenant and Justice of the Peace for the county of Staf- 


TAPPING—On ae 15, at 14, St. Bartholomew-road, Tufnell-park, 
5 





Holloway, Wil Tapping, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Middle 


Temple, aged 45. 
WARDELL—On April 18, at West Dulwich, Alfred Henry Wardell, 
Clerk of Indictments on the Norfolk Circuit and at the Central 
. Criminal Court, 52. ‘ 
WEATHERALL—On April 19, Edward Weatherall, Esq., of 28, High- 
eet, Chief Clerk to Vice-Chancellor Sir Wm. Page Wood, 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


eMinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes, 
Frrpay, April 19, 1867. 
Limitep 1n CHANCERY. 

Hydraulic Tube Drawing Ordnance Company (Limited).—Petition for 
winding up, presented April 18, directed to be heard before Vice- 
Chancellor Malins on May 3. W. & H. P. Sharp, Gresham-house, 
Old Broad-street, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Pant-y-pydew Mining Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 
— April 16, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 

alins on May 3. Helder & Kirkbank, Gray’s-inn-square, solicitors 
for the petitioners. 

West London Wharves and Warehouses Company.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented April 12, directed toe be heard before the Master of 
the Rolls on April 27, Dowse, New-inn-Strand, solicitor for the 


petitioner. 
Tvurspay, April 23, 1867, 

Anglo-Danubian Steam Navigation and Colliery Company (Limited).— 
Petition for winding up presented April 18, directed to be heard be- 
fore the Master of the Rolls on May 4. Devonshire, Frederick’s-pl, 
Old Jewry, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Empire Assurance Corporation (Limited).—Petition for winding up 
presented April 18, directed to be heard before the Master of the 
Rolls on May 4. Smith & Co, Bread-st, Cheapside, solicitors for 
the petitioners. 

Wallachian Petroleum Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up 
presented April 20, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
Wood on May 4. Johnson, Lincoln’s-inu-fields, solicitor for the 


petitioner. ' ¥ 
Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Faetpay, April 19, 1867. 
Rotherhithe Mutual Life Assurance Association, Church-street, Ro- 
therhithe. April 16, 
Union Pension Society, George-tavern, Queen-street, Portsea. April 15 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Frivay, April 19, 1867. 

oe Hy. avilmot-oq, Bethnal-green,Gent. May15. Alder v Law- 
ess, M. 

Cheffins, Chas Fredk, Southampton-bldgs, Holborn. May 7. Cheffins 
e Cheffins, V. C. Stuart. 

Pye. Rt, Wokingham, Berks. May 2l. Ferguson v Gibson, V. C. 

tuart. 

Luard, Elizab Spooner, Upper Holland-st, Kensington. May 13. 
Brown v Tate, V. C. Malins. 

Pinchin, Geo, Bath, Somerset, Esq. May 11. Prichard v Simms, M. R. 

Poultney, Thos, Sheepy Magna, Leicester. May 15. Poultney v 
Prime, V. C. Stuart. 

Raw. Wm, Whitby, York, Clock and Watch Maker. May 31. Rawv 
Dobson, V. C. Stuart. 

Watson, Jas, Norfolk-rd-villas, Kensington, Builder. May 7. Bennett 
v Watson, V. C. Stuart. 

Wells, Ann, Appleton, York, Widow. May 31. Brown e Buckton. 
V. C. Stuart. 

Wood, Thos, Tollerton, York. May 1). Jackson » Gatenby, V. 0. Wood 


Tvusspay, April 23, 1867. 
— Philip, Hastings, Sussex, Surveyor. May 8. Trevass » Mace 


Benjamin, Hy, St Mark’s-st, Goodman’s-fields, Commission Agent. 
May9. Benjamin v Benjamin, V.C. Stuart. 

Evans, Thos, Maesgwynne, Lilanstephan, Carmarthen, Clerk, May 15. 
Davies v Evans, V. C. Malins. 

i ye Twyford, Berks, Innkeeper. May 20. Sleeman oe Tren- 

ell, M. R. 

Harper, John, Much Birch, Hereford, Innkeeper. May 31. Stallard v 
Garrold, V. C. Stuart. 

Sinsey, Elizab Sidbrook, Weymouth-terrace, Hackney-rd. May 14. 
Freeland v Pearson, M. R. 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Viet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frspay, April 19, 1867, 
Atlard, Wm, Nailsea, Somerset, Farmer. May 20, Hamlin, Wrington. 
Broderick, Emma, Albert-terrace, St. George’s-rd, Camberwell, Widow, 
Junel. Cattarns & Jehu, Mark-lane. 
Brown, Wm, Broadhinton. June}. Mullings & Co, Cirencester. 
Bullock, Frances Harriet, Brighton. June 24. Black & Freeman, 
Brighton. 
Cochrane, Jas Day, Pall Mall, Esq. Sept 29. Burne, Bath. 
Ellis, Wm, Brighton, Wine Merchant. June 24, Stevens & Hasel- 
wood, Brighton. 
Gillbee, Rey Chas, Barby, Northampton, Clerk. July 1. Harris, 


ugby. 
Hack, Thos Sanden, Bristol, Architect. June 5. , Bristol. 
Harbour, Jas, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Builder. June 1. Worsley & Vin- 
cent, Ryde, 
Harrap, Wm, Wenlock-st, New North-rd, Gent. May 15. Brown & 
Godwin, Finsbury-pl. 
ee eS Fras, Keyneston, Dorset, Miller. May 30. King &Co, Bland- 


Higham, Mary Eleanor, Baker-st, Spa-fields. May 31. Pearse, Gt 
Winchester-st. 
Howarth, Richd, Wigan, Lancaster, Innkeeper. June 1. Taylor, 
1 


Wigan. 
Lyne, gas Brighton, Spinster. May 20, Jennings & Co, White- 
all-pi. 


Ri , Charlotte, Birm, Widow. May 31. Wood, Birm. 

Rogers, Saml, Gosforth, Cumberland, Yeoman. May 13. McKelvie, 
Whitehaven. 

Smart, SirGeo Thos, Bedford-sq. June 1, Booty & Butt, Raymond- 
bldgs, Gray’s-inn. 

Smart, Jas, Gravesend, Kent,Gent. Junel. Redpath & Holdsworth, 
Suffolk-lane. 

Whelpdale, Brecon, Grocer. July 10. John Lazenby, Brecon. 
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Woodgate, Sees Eleigh, Suffolk, Gent. Sept 29. Newman & 
61g) 


Harper, Hi 
Toespay, April 28, 1867. 
ay nee Rev Hy Thos, Clerk. June 1. Hamilton, Gt James-st, Bed- 
lord-row. 
Basset, Robt, Cynwyd, nr Corwen, Merioneth, Innkeeper. May 20. 
Hughes, Corwen. 
Benton, John, Nechells, nr Birm, Farmer, May 16. Coleman, Birm. 
Blandy, John Jackson, Reading, Berks, Gent. June 4. Blandy, 


eco Wm Jenkins Craig, Roundway-pk, Wilts, Esq. May 18. Meek 

. Devizes. 

Cook, Hy Chas, Clifford-st, New Bond-st,.Esq. June 1. Hughes & 
Co, Bucklersbury. 

De Bossett. Madame Tildesley, Holles-st, Cavendish-sq. June 12. 
Dryden, Lincoln’s-inn-fieids. 

Augustus Thos, Napier-ter, “es. Esq. June 24, 

Pearce & Co, Gresham-house, Old Broad-s 

ee oth gto Surgeon. May 31. Biers & Son, ae. . 
les, Josep’ e -house, Spi -grove, Ei June |. Belfrage 
Middleton, Lincoln ine-telds. = ° oe 

Whalley, Thos, Crumpeall, Lancaster, Gent. May 23, Stevenson & 
Lycett, Manch. 


Beeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Frrpay, April 19, 1867. 
Aung dm Church Knowle, Dorset, Baker. April 10. Asst. Reg 


me , Thos, panera. Regent’s-pk, Wine Merchant. April 16. 


Comp. Reg April I 

— Arthur , Seaton Lodge, Hammersmith, Gent. April 
1. Asst. Reg April 16. 

Butland, gs Clifton, Bristol, Grocer. March 27, Asst. Reg 


April 
Clatworthy, Geo John, MBaon need Salinger Kent, Builder. 
March 28. Aast. Reg April 
Cieversley, Wm, Arthur-st, Old. Kent-rd, Floor Cloth Manufacturer’ 
March 19. Asst. Reg April 16 
ay mt | Woodchurch, Kent, Wheelwright. March 21. Asst. 
P 
Dowling, Thos, Threadneedle-st, Merchant, March 20, Inspeetor- 
ship. Reg April 16. 
arom Wm, Manch, Wholesale Grocer. March 8. Comp. Reg 
pri 
we —— Sand’s End, Fulham, Grocer, April!5. Comp. Reg 


Bra Eran, Liandisilio, Montgomery, Grocer. March 23. Asst. 

pril 

Brersbeld Edwd, Mereworth, Kent, Grocer. March 19. Asst. Reg 
pril 

Fagg. in Gravesend, Kent, Butcher. Aprill. Inspectorship. Reg 


Fullagar, Albt Edwd John, Carter-lane, Doctors’-commons, Plumber. 
April 16. Comp. Reg April 18, 
Gath, Sam}, jun, Lpool, out of business. April 8. Comp. Reg April 17. 
pony Geo, Crewe, Chester, Mechanic, March 25. Comp. Reg 
pril 18. 
Hart, Jas Wm, Strand, Hosier. March 21. Asst. Reg April 16. 
Hayes, Jas, Lewisham- hill, Kent, Custom House Agent. April 10. 
Asst. Reg April 18. 
ee oe baggy Sunderland, Durham, Publican. April5, Comp. Reg 
pri 
Hill, Wm, Leeds, Linen Manufacturer. March 30. Asst. Reg April 17. 
Horetall, rt Hebden Bridge, York, Cotton Spinner. April 17. Comp. 
April} 
Humphries, Geo Walter, Prince’s End, Stafford, Car Proprietor. April 


Reg 


13. Comp. Reg April 16. 
Le, Bouallir, Philip, Lpool, Ship Broker. April 12. Comp. Reg 
Lewis, Fanny, Dawley, Salop,Grocer. April5. Asst. Reg April 17. 
— ba? Tunter, Mar!borough, York, Surgeon. March 2). Asst. 
g A 6. 
Love, Wm, Ferryhill, Durham, Brewer. March 18. Arst. Reg April 16. 


pn ag Michl, Manch, Clothes Dealer. April6. Asst. Reg April 18. 
age Mary, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. April9. Comp. Reg 


April 
Marshall, John, & William Wilberforce Versall, Blackheath, Kent, 
Ironmongers. April6. Comp. Reg April 17. 
- Ba Arena, Cannon-st, Engirieer. April 1. Comp. Reg 
Met , ge Gordon- aeaien, somnate-26, Kentish-town, 
Civil Engineer. April 15. Reg April 
a iar ‘Watford, menaee ‘urnitare aoe April 6. Asst, 
g A 
yer 7 aw hd Dudley, Worcester, Milliner, April 12, Asst. Reg 
Mould, Jonathan, Leeds, Tin Plate Worker. April 5. Asst. Reg 


April 18. 
Myers, Lewis Hy, a -lane, Whitechapel, General Dealer. April 4. 


Comp. April 
a oa ton, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. April 9. Comp. 
April 16. 
bap range Po / Ra 4, Hawthorne-ter, Penge, Builder. March 27. 
Ai 


Owen, rey : Richard Owen, Warrington, Drapers. March 19. Asst. 
Parker, aid , ee 
7 Hy Douglas, St Helen’s, Lancaster, Grocer. ‘Apri’ 1, Asst, 
Asst. 
Reg April | 
Richardson, Win Arthur, Noble-st, Comm Agent. March 21. 
eek By Maske-by-the-Sea, York, Draper. March 18. Asst. 


A 
w Ly = , Butcher. April 13. Comp. Reg April 16, 
Preece, a, Heathbill, nr Newport, Salop, Farmer. April 1!. 
Asst. 
Reg April } 
ty Sry Simon Radford, Exeter, Schoolmaster- March 23, Asst. 


oe, Eli, West La nea Stafford, Licensed Victualler. April 15. 
mp Apri 

Simon, er ° Saml, St John’s-st-rd, Clerkenwell, Jeweller. April 10. 

mp. Reg April 17, 

Smith, Edwin, Addlestone nr Weybridge, Surrey, Gent. April 1. 
Comp. Reg April 6. 

ar ett Thos, Nantwich, Chester, Publican. Aprill5. Comp. Reg 

Stickells, Thos, Ashford, Kent, Tailor. March 21. Asst. Reg April 
18. 

ers John, Leather-lane, Greengrocer. April 15. 


March 23. Asst. Reg April 


Comp. Reg 
Moray, Walter, Nottingham, Grocer. 
Thutlow, John Edmund Hovell, Albany-st, out of business, March 26, 


Asst. Reg April 16. 
—_ Benj, Whitton, Salop, Grocer. Asst. Reg April 
March 23. Asst. 


Underhill, Saray Corby, Northampton, Innkeeper. 
Reg Apri 
Watt Ale Alexander, Ash Cottage, Putney, Pratical Chemist. April 11. 
Comp. Reg April 18. 
Westrop, John Ling, Lilypot-lane, Noble-st, Commission Agent. 
April 9. Comp. Reg April 16, 
Wiggett, "hae Camden-rd, Pianoforte Maker. April 9. Comp. Reg 
April 16 
Wright, Wrigley, Mumps Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Dealer. 
M 


Comp. Reg April 18. 
Yeomanson, Geo, Margate, Kent, Shoemaker. March 29. Comp. 
Reg April 17. 
TuespaY, April 23, 1867. 
aes a Brighton, Sussex, Plumber. April 3. Comp. Reg 
April 20. 


Booth, poet Tranmere, Chester, Attorney’s Clerk. April 4. Comp. 
Reg April 2 

Brigual’. Chas Hy Edgar, Leighton-grove, aap oon Commercial 
Traveller. April 17, Asst. Reg April 2 

ere Argyll-st, Regent-st. teres 25, Reg 


catting, Freak Jas, Sheepscar, Leeds, Butcher. April 12. Asst. Reg 

pril 

Darwent, Geo are ataennenn, York, French Polisher. April 
i, Asst. Reg April 20. 

Davies, Evan, Portmadec, Carnarvon, Carpenter. April 6. Asst. Reg 


April 2. 


Comp. 


Aprll 20. 

ay John, Jarrow, Durham, Builder. March 25, Asst. Reg 
April 20. 

neees Richd, Elten, Huntingdon, Grocer. March 26. Asst. Reg 
April 2 

James, Jas Evelyn, Searpeah, Euston-rd, Banker’s Clerk. March 23. 
Comp. Reg April 

Jeffries, Alfred ‘rely igh-st, Peplar, Grocer. March 13, Comp. 
Reg April 20. 

Love, — Huddersfield, York, Scrivener. March 42. Asst. Reg 
April 10 


Makeham, John Partridge, & Joseph Phelps, M‘Lean’s-buidings, 
Fleet-st, Bookbinders. March 23. Asst. Reg April 20. 

Makeham, John Partridge, Holland-rd, Portland.ter, Brixton, 
March 29. Asst. Reg April 20. 


Gent. 


a My Theophilus, High Holborn, Tailor. April 1. Asst. Reg 

Ap 

Potter, Saml, Carrington, Nottingham, Builder. April 15. Asst. 
Reg April 20. 

go | Bridgend, Glamorgan, Carpenter. March 80, Asst. 

A 

simpeon, Robi, Hulme, Lancaster, Leather Dealer. April 10. Asst. 
Reg Ap 

smith, Danl, Nes accents Worcester, Art Master. April 1. Comp. 


Reg "AD ril | 
May, m hn & Robt Till, ann, Ship Biscuit Manufacturers. March 


23. Asst, poe April 20 

Turner, Geo Hy, Burlington-rd, Westbourne-pk. April 2. 
Comp. Reg A April 20 

bes By Jas Richd, Holloway-rd, Builder. March25. Comp. Reg 


Wateriand, a Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Shipbuilder. April 13, Comp. 
g April 20 
Wright, y My a Dudley, Worcester, Engineer. March 23. Comp. 


Reg Ap 
Bankcrupts. 
Farpay, April 19, 1867, 
To Surrender in London. 

Banbery, Thos, Winstanley-rd, Plough-lane, Battersea, Jo! 
Carpenter. Pet April 16. May 13atl1, Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Barrett, Saml, Ewell, Surrey, Surgeon. Pet April 16. May lat 1. 
Bennett, Serjeant’s-inn, Fieet- st. 

Beer, John, Millman’s-row, Chelsea, Photographer. Pet April 16. 
May 13 at 12. Johnson, Clifford’s-inn, 

Bennel John Dillick, Back-st, Bow, Plumber. Pet April16. May 2 
atl. Wood , Basingh all-st, 

Butcher, oy! Albert, Hyde-grove-villas, Battersea, Coal Merchant. 
Pet April 16. May 1at}, Scarth, Welbeck-st, Cavendish-sq 
Burrows, Thos Rchd, Thomas-st, Kingsland. rd, Boot Manufacturer. 
Pikidy rili7, May lat 2. Beard, Basin ghall-st. 

8, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet April 15 (for pau). May 
ss 2 1. Pittman, Guildhall bers, Basinghall-st. 

Dally, Joseph, Little gee fw Golden-sq, Dealer in Building Materi- 
als, PetApril 16. May i3atil. Edwards, Busb-! non-st. 
Evans, David, New-north-road, ‘ailor. Pet April 17, May 2 at 2. 

Beetholme, ‘Gt Coram-st, Pet 


Field, Edwd, Upper Ashby-st, Goswell-rd, Ironmonger’s Porter. 
April 15. May #at2. Beard, Basinghall-st. 


Fowler, Geo, Elizabeth-terrace, Blakes-rd, Peckham, out of business. 
Pet aoe 1, ioe lat vagnadh Dobie, Basinghall- at. 


Cake Merchant. Pet April 16. May 1 
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Frampton, John, Poole, Dorset, Journeyman Butcher. Pet April 10, 
May 13 at 12. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Frampton, Thos, Poole, Dorset, Butcher. Pet April 0. May 1 at 12, 
Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry chambers. 

French, Wm, Heathfield-st, Clarendon-rd, Notting-hill, Coal Dealer. 
Pet April 15. Maylat1l2. Hicks, Coleman-st. ¥ 

Gyer, Saml, Gordon-st, City-rd, North, Plumber. Pet April 15. May 
2at 12. Philp, Bucklersbury. ' 

Hanley, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet (for pan) April 15, May 
lat 12. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. ‘ 

Hawes, Frank Albert, Gt Portland-st, Oxford-st, Tailor. Pet April 16. 
May 13 at 12. Digby & Son, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Healey, John. High-st, Poplar, Cutler. Pet April 16. May 1 at12. 
Paterson & Sons, Bouverie-st. : 

Holmes, Hy, Manchester-st, King’s-cross, Auctioneer. Pet April 11. 
May8ati. Allen, Chancery-lane. ‘ 

Jeune, Fredk Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April17. May 2 
at2. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Jones, Wm, Clarendon-sq, out of business. Pet April 17. May ! at 2, 
Durant, Guildhall-chambers. - 

Jones, Chas, Holderness-ter, South Lambeth, Carpenter. Pet April 16. 
May 2at1. Gedge, Union-ct, Old Broad-st. 

Larratt, Thos, Maxey, Northampton, Butcher. Pet April 17. May 2 
at 2. Wright & Bonner, London-st, Fenchurch-st, 

Lloyd, Oliver Wimburn, St Swithin’s-lane, Soliciter. Pet April 15. 
May !3at1l. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Lovelock, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 16 (for pau), 
May 2 atl. Goatley, Bow-st. . 

Matton, Thos, Frideswide-pl, Kentish-towr, Carman. Pet April 16. 
May 13 at 12. Hicks, Coleman-st. 

Mayer, Maurice, Truro-rd, Wood-green, Clerk. Pet April 17. May 2 
at 2. Innes, jun, Leadenhall-st. : 

Mervett, John, Send and Ripley, Surrey, Coal Merchant. Pet April 8, 
May 1at2. White, Dane’s-inn, : 

Moss, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 16 (for pau). May 
latl. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Pound, John, Plumstead, General Dealer. Pet April17. May 13 at 2. 
Steadman, Mason’s-avenue. 

Powell, Jas, Little Tower-st, Hemp Dealer. Pet April3. May 2 at 2. 
Preston & Darman, Basinghall-st. 

Ramsden, Hy, Billiter-sq, Ship and Insurance Broker. Pet April 16. 
May 13 at 12, Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Reed, Johnsen, Peterborough, Baker. Pet April 17. May 13 at 2. 
Wright & Bonner, London-st, Fenchurch-st. 

Robinson, Jas, Bishopsgate-st Within, Shipbroker. Pet April 15. 
May 13 at 11. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Sichmon, Saml, Camden-rd-villas, Diamond Merchant. Pet April 9. 
May l5atl1l. Tatham & Sen, Old Broad-st. 

Stubber, Nicholas, Prisoner for Debt, Chester. Adj April 12. May 2 


atl. 

Thackray, Sarah, Teddington, Bedford, Currier. Pet April 16, May 
2at1. Boydell. Queen-sq, Bloomsbury. 

Valette, Marcel, Wardour-st, Soho, Hotel Keeper. Pet Aprill7. May 
lat2. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Andrew, Edwd, Lawton, Chester, out of business. Pet April 17. 
Lpool, May 8 at 11. Lace & Co, Lpool. 

Ashworth, Lawrence, Burnley, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer, Pet 
April6. Manch, May 15 at 11. Grundy & Coulson, Manch. 

Atkinson, Wm, Penrith, Cumberland, Stationer. Pet April 15. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, May 6 at 12. Hoyle & Co, Newcastle-upon- 





ne, 

Avery, Wm, Aston-juxta-Birm, out of business. Pet April 15. Birm, 
May lat 12. Reece & Harris. Birm. 

Bradley, Joseph H., Huddersfield, York, Innkeeper. Pet March 18. 
Huddersfield, May 2.at 10. Freeman, Huddersfield. 

Bradley, Edwd, Barnsley, York, Innkeeper. Pet April 16, Leeds, 
May 6 at 11. Hamer, Barnsley. 

Bray, John, Huddersfield, York, Butcher. Pet March 26. Hudders- 
field, May 2at 10. Dransfield, Huddersfield. 

Brookes, Thos, Preston-upon-the-Wild Moors, Salop, Farmer. Pet 
April 16. Birm, May tat 12. Reece & Harris, Birm. 

Burton, Thos, Westbromwich, Stafford, Nail Manufacturer. Pet April 
15. Birm, May 3 at 12. Beaton, Birm. 

Butter, John, jun, West Dereham, Norfolk, Farm Bailiff. Pet 
April 15, Downham Market, May 6 at 1¢. Nunn, Downham 


Market, 
Caldwell, Alban Wm, Runcorn, Chester, out of business. Pet April 12. 
Runcorn, Ly A 17 at ll. Wood, Runcorn. 
Carter, Thos Morgan, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj April 16 (for 
pau). Bristol, May 3 at 12. 
Chapman, Jas, Rochdale, Lancaster, Waste Dealer. Pet April 10. 
nch, May 7 at 12. Standring, Rochdale, 
Cole, Thos Wm, Horsforth, York, Grocer. Pet April 16, Leeds, May 
2atil. Cariss & Tempest, Leeds, 
Cozens, Hy Bennett, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj April 15 (for pau). 
Pang hag 3 ig 12, te. Book 
g. John, Louth, Lincoln, Book Agent. Pet April 15. Louth, April 
8 at Il. ‘Rex, Lincoln, ao x ve 
Crimes, Peter, Halton, Chester, Wheelwright. Pét April 12, Runcorn, 
May 17 at 11. Wood, Runcorn. 
Croxton, Geo, Huddersfield, York, Fruiterer. Pet April9. Hudders- 
field, May 2 at 10, Dransfield, Huddersfield. 
Deakin, Wm, Sheffield, Locomotive Engine Driver. Pet April 15, Shef- 
field, May 2 at 1. Fairburn, Sheffield. 
Devereux, Wm Phillips, Bromyard, Hereford, Baker. Pet April 12. 
Bromyard, May 6 at 12. Badham, Bromyard. 
Dobbs, Geo, Ruardean-hill, Gloucester, Collier. Pet April 15, Newn- 
ham, May lat12. Robi . Mitcheld 
Dorlin, Wm, Bulmer, Essex, Millor, Pet April 15. Sudbury, April 30 
at 12. Mumford, Sudbury, 
bobin, John, Warrington, Lancaster, Coal Dealer, Pet April 16, 
Warrington, May 2 at |. 
Dunn, Walter Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Cardiff, Adj April 11. Bridg- 
peta alg’ y 12, 4 
» John Wm, Landport, Hants, Iron Moulder, Pet April 12, 
Portsmouth, May 3at 12, White, Portsea. 








— ee. Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster, Adj March 20. Manch, 

jay 2 at il. . . 

Fernil, Jas, jan, Middlesbrough, York,Cab Proprietor. Pet April 16, 
Stockton-on-Tees, April |! at 11. Dobson, Middlesbrough. 

Forrest, Joseph, Cradley-bridge, Worcester, Horse Nail Pet 
April 16. Stourbrige, May 6 at 10. Stokes, Dudley. 

Fulford, Joseph, Manch, out of business. Pet Aprilll. Manch, May 
13at 11. Stringer, Manch, 

George, Wm, Evesham, Worcester, Gardener. Pet April 11. Evesham’ 
May 1 at 12. Eades, Evesham. J 

Gray, Fredk John, Rugeley, Stafford, Surgeon. Pet April17. Birm, 
May | at 12. Orabb, Rugeley. 

Gresly, Edwd, Partington, nr Altrincham, Chester, Market Gardener. 
Pet April 16. Altrincham, May 6at1!. Gardner. Manch. 

Griggs, Jas, Margate, Tea Dealer. Pet April 12. Canterbury, April 
27at2. Bowling, Ramsgate. < . 

Hall, Timothy Bennett, Norwich, Boot Maker. Pet April 16, Nerwich, 
April 30 at 11, Tillett, Norwich. ‘ ‘ 

Hammond, Joseph, Gt Grimsby, Labourer. Pet April 11. Gt Grimaby, 
April 26 at 11. Chester, Grimsby. s 

Harbron, Septimus, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Baker. Pet April 15. 
Bishop Auckland, April 26 at 4. Brignall, jun, Bishop Auckland. — 

Harris, John, jun, Buckfastleigh, Devon, Timber Merchant. Pet April 
16. Totnes, May 5atll. Windeatt, Totnes. 

Howard, John, Prisoner for Debt, Gloucester. Adj April 13. Glou- 
cester, May | at 11. ; 

Jones, Hy Orlando, Lpeol, Corn Breker. Pet April 17. Lpool, May 6 
at ll. Anderson & Collins, Lpool. . 

Jones, John Pryce, Mold, Flint, Photographic Artist. Pet April 16. 
Mold, May 7 at 11. Cartwright, Chester. é 

Keyworth, John, Nottingham, Fishmonger. Pet Aprill6. Notting- 
ham, June5 at 11. Heathcote, Nottingham. 

, Innkeeper. Pet April 16, 


Lockey, Joshua, Amble, Northumberland 
Alnwick, May 2at 11. Wilkinson, Morpeth. : 

Lodge, Geo Hy, Stirley-hill, York, Warehouseman. Pet April 10, Hud- 
dersfield, May 2.at 10. Freeman, Huddersfield. : 

Magness, Joseph Wm, Ashperton, Hereford, Blacksmith. Pet April 
15. Ledbury, May 7at 11. - 

Mattison, Andrew, Bedlington, Northumberland, Pig Jobber. Pet 
April 15. Morpeth, May 6 at10. Swan, Morpeth. vi 

Milton, Alfred, Crewe, Chester, Clothier, Pet April15. Lpool, April 
29atl. Cooke, Crewe. 

Morgan, Thos, Aberaman, Glamorgan, Sinker. Pet April 17, Aber- 
dare, April 30 at 12. Rosser, Aberdare. : 

Moss, Geo, Moorend, Gloucester, Labourer. Pet April 11. Cheltenham, 
April 30 at 11. Chesshyre, Cheltenham. } 

Parker, Geo, Beeston, Nottingham, Colliery Owner. Pet April 15. 
Birm, April 30 at 11. Gibson, jun, Nottingham. 

Paskin, Wm, Sheffield, Roll Turner. Pet April 15. Sheffield, May 2 
atl. Broomhead, Sheffield. , 3 

Pengilly, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Bodmin, Pet April 10. Exeter, 

ay 6 at 1. 

Place, Wm, Darlington, Durham, Coal Merchant. Pet Aprill3. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, May | at 12. Bousfield, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Plowman, Robt, Little Walsingham, Norfolk, Gamekeeper. Pet April 
9. Little Walsingham, May 2at3, Loynes & Son, Wells. 

Pounds, Stephen, Holtwood, Dorset, Farmer. Pet April 15. Wim- 
borne Minster, May 3at li. Moore, Wimborne Minster. 

Price, John, Orcop, Hereford, Publican. Pet April 17. Hereford, May 
2at 10. Averil, Hereford. 7 

Probert, Edwin, Plas Major, Flint, Farmer. Pet April 16. Mold, May 
7atil. Parry, Mold. 

Richardson, Wm, Leeds, Shoemaker. Pet Aprill8. Leeds, May 2 at 
ll, Harle, Leeds, 5 

Rees, Wm, Cardiff, Glamorgan. Picture-frame Maker. Pet April 16. 
May latil. Merrils, Cardiff. 
Robbins, Thos, Halesowen, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Aprili7. Stourbridge, May 6 at 10. Hayes & Wright, Halesowen. 
Roberts, Arthur, Plymouth, Deven, Baker. Pet April 15. East Stone- 
house, May lat ll. Robins, Plymouth. : 

Rose, Wm John, Deddington, Oxford, Printer. Pet April5. Wood- 
stock, May 1 at 12. Kilby, Banbury. i 

Salmon, Mark, Sheffield, Hay and Straw Dealer, Pet April 17. Leeds, 
May 1 at 12. Fernell, Sheffield. a 

Salter, Ann, Far-town, Pudsey, York, Seamstress, Pet April 16. 
Bradford, May 17 at945. Harle, Bradford. 

Schoifield, Sami, Shade, Todmorden, Lancaster, Boat Proprietor, 
Pet April 15. Todmorden, April 29 at 12. Stansfeld, Todmorden. 

Smallwood, Dinah, Walsall, Stafford, Gig Collar Maker. Pet April 15. 
Birm, May | at 12. Allen, Birm. i 

Smith. Wm, Tonyrefail, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet Aprillé. Ponty- 
pridd, April 30 at 11. Griffith, Cardiff. 

Sutcliffe, Jas Lomax, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj April 20, 
Manch, April 30 at 11. 

Swift, Lionel, Prisoner for Debt. London. Adj Mareh20. Portsmouth, 
May 3at noon. 

Taylor, Geo Stockdale, East Retford, Nottingham, Publican. Pet 
April 17, East Retford, May6 at 10. Marshall, Bast Retford. 
Toins, Jas, Nether Compten, Dorset, Farmer. Pet Aprili2, Yeovil, 

May Satl2, Ellis, Yeovil. , 
Turner, Geo, Swadlincote, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Pet April 15. 
Birm, April 30 at 11. Goodger, Burton-apon-Trent. 
Turner, Jabez, Shepley, nr Huddersfield, York, Farmer. Pet April 18. 
s, May 6 at 11. Booth, Holmfirth. 
Turner, John, Runcorn, Chester, Carpenter, Pet March 5. Runcorn, 


May 17 at 10. Day, Runcorn. 

Turner, Wm, Hatfield Woodh York, . Pet April 13. 
Thorne, May | at 12. Woodhead, Doncaster. 

Wadsworth, Wm Norton, Macelesfield, Chester, Attorney. Pet April 
17, Manch, May 3ati3. Robinson & Higson, N 

While, Alfred, Newport, Monmouth, Coal Merchant. Pet April 15. 
Bristol, May! atil, Beokingham, Bristol. 

Williams, Moses, Leeswood, Flint, Carrier. Pet April 12. Mold, May 
7atli. Davis, Holywell, 

Wilson, Hy, Dalston, Cumberland, Grocer, Pet April 15, Carlisle, 
May 6 atil. Donald, Carlisle. 

Wykes, Wm Fredk, Leicester, Factor, Pet April 1%, Birm, May id at 

1, Walford, Birm, 


» Lab 
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Wyles, Walter Clement, Allesley, Warwick, out of business. Pet April 
15. Birm, May | at12. Atkins, Birm. 


Turspay, April 23, 1867. 
To Surrender in London. 
Adams, Wm Rebt, Mortimer-yd, Stanhope-st, Hampstead-rd, Cab 
Driver. Pet Aprill8. May 6at 12. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, 
Cooper, Joseph, Dartford, Kent, Beershop Manager. Pet April 20. 
May 6 at 12. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 
ial Traveller. Pet April 18. 


Crews, Hy, Wood-st, Cheapside, C: 
May 6at il. Hatton, Essex-st, Strand. 

Gifford, Joseph, jun, Over, Cambridge, Farm Lobourer. Pet April 18. 
May 6atil. Rennolis, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Golding, John, White Lion-st, Pentonville, Butcher. Pet April 18. 
May 13at2. Hare, Mitre-ct, Temple. 

Lear, Chas, Notting-hill, Butcher. Pet April17. May 13 at 1. Stoker, 
Gray’s-inn-sq. 

McMaster, Joseph, Eastcheap, Merchant. Pet April 16. May 13 at 1. 
Venning & Co, Tokenhouse+vd. 

O’Connor, Edwd, Manor-rd, Walworth, Commercial Traveller. Pet 
Aprili6. May 13 at1. Hanrott, Bedford-row. 

Parsons, Wm, George-st, Richmond, Shoemaker. Pet April 18. May 
13 at 2. Hicks, Coleman-st, 

Trafford, Thos, New Headington, Oxford, Baker. Pet April20. May 
6at12. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers. 

Warner, Hy, Roupell-pl, Lambeth, out of business. Pet April 16. May 
6atil. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Bath, Jas Long, Prisoner for Debt, Taunton. Adj April 17. Bristel 
May 3 at 11. . 

Bann, John, Prisoner for Debt, Leicester. Adj April 11. Leicester, 
May 18 at 10. Weston, Leicester. 

Beart, Robt Armitage, Beccles, Suffolk, Wine Merchant. Pet April 18. 
Beccles, May 7 at 10. Kent, Beccles, 

Bower, Jas, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. Pet April 18. Leicester, 
May i8 at 10. Owston, Leicester. 

Brooks, Chas, Bolton, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet April18, Bolton, May 
8atl¢, Ramwell, Bolton. 

Butler, Wm, Prince’s End, Stafford, Colliery Clerk. Pet April 12, 
Wolverhampton, May 16 at 12. Waterhouse, Bilston. 

Carroll, Thos Mathew, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Feb 20. 
Lpool, May 8 at 11. 

Dixon, Wm, Codicote, Hertford, Carpenter. Pet April 17. Hitchen, 
May 23 atl. Foster, Hertford. 

Driver, John, Mountain Ash, Glamorgan, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet 
April 18. Aberdare, May 7 at 12. Rosser, Aberdare. 

Dunbar, Alex, Prisoner for Debt, Walton, Adj March 18. Lpool, 
May 8 at3. Steinforth, Lpool. 

Foster, Hy, Southsea, Hants. Pet April17. Portsmouth, May 10 at 
noon. White. Portsea. 

Funnell, Wm Paine, Brighton, Butcher, Pet April 18. Brighton, 
May 7 at 11. Lamb, Brighton. 

Hammond, Hy Mudford, Somerset, Baker. Pet Aprill6, Yeovil, May 
3at12,. Watts, Yeovil, 

Hardcastle, John, Spittlegate, Lincoln, Engine Fitter. Pet April 18. 
Grantham, April 20 at 11. Malim, Grantham. 

Hill, Wm, Newport, Gloucester, Haulier. Pet April17. Dursley, May 
7at10 Gaisford, Berkley. 

Hogg, Jas, Callowhill, nr Uttoxeter, Stafford, out of business. Pet 
el 16. Lpool, May 7 at3. Barker, Lpool. 

Jackson, Geo, Bilston, Stafford, Dealer in Ale. Pet April10. Wolver- 
hampton, May 16 at 12. Ebsworth, Wednesbury. 

Jones, Wm, Glasbury, Radnor, Agent. Pet April 15. Bristol, May 3 
atil. Press & Co, Bristol. 

Jones, Richd, Bryngwran, Anglesey, Corn Dealer. Pet April 18. Llan- 
gefoi, May 9at 11. Hughes, Llanerchymedd. 

Matthews, Sarah, Llangollen, Denbigh, Publican. Pet April 18, Wrex- 
ham, May 9 atl!. Jones, Wrexham. 

Midilewood, Geo, Kingston-upon-Hull, Joiner. Pet April 12. Leeds, 
May 8 at i2. England & Co, Hull. 

Owen, The Rev Hugh, Llanerchymedd, Anglesea, Clerk. Pet April 
18. Lpool, May 6at 12. Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Paddey, Jas, Brewood, Stafford, Farmer. Pet April12, Wolverhamp- 
ton, May 16 at 12. Walker, Wolverhampton, 

Pediey, John, Darlaston, Stafford, Bolt Turner. Pet April18. Walsall, 
May 6 at 12. Rowlands, Birm. 

Pilkington. John, Leeds, Schoolmaster. Pet April18, Leeds, May 9 

rm at 12. Poem agieme ag tes O88 
orritt, Joseph, Police Officer. Pet April 18. Leed 

‘ ~y Hari; Leeds ’ Pp 8, May 9 at 
riestley, John, Haxey, Lincoln, Joiner. Pet April 18, Gain 
May 7at 10. Hayes, Gainsborough. os re 

Reynolds, Richd, Cheril Mill, Wilts, Miller. Pet April 18. Calne, May 
s * = ——— an 

Sands, Hugh, Monks pen » Chester, Pl . i 4 

‘ Pam pg, Aas at 10. Balt Crewe. deanna ths. 400% 
winburne, Thos, Leeds, Boot Dealer. Pet April 15, 
12. Harle, Leeds, . si ci 

Thurston, John Wm, Failsworth, Lancaster, Paper Maker. Pet April 
11. Manch, May satli. Atkinson & Co, Manch. 

Turner, John, Runcorn, Chester, Carpenter. Pet Feb 4. Runcorn, 

Waksham, Jas, Sous Pool, Cordwai P 
al , Jas, Sou ‘ool, Cordwainer. Pet April 18. Ki i 
May 8atil. Orton, Dodbrook. 7 5 

Whitehouse, Hy, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Dealer in Tea. Pet April 
3. Wolverhampton, May 16 at 12. Bartlett, Wolverhampton. 

Wright, Joseph, sen, Gateshead, Durham, Cab Proprietor. Pet April 

on nase en — 8 = 10. —. Newcastle-upon-'l'yne. 
ork, Peter, Prisoner for Debt, Stafford. Adj Aprilli. Wolverhamp- 
ton, May 16 at 12, 1 re oe 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fatpay, April 19, 1867. 
Baker, Jas Fredk, Manchester-ter, Kilburn, Builder, April 18, 
Toespay, April 23, 1867, 
Ambler, Wm, Manch, Attorney. April 18, 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 


Date...... ‘ 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land vr build- 
ngs, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


Prorosat For Loan on MortGaces. 





ONEY.—£3,000 required at 5 per cent for a term 

ot years upon very long Leasehold property, almost equal to 

Freehold, in the ‘south of England. No agents need apply.—For par- 
ticulars apply to G. R. Dopp Esq , Solicitor, 26, New Broad-street, E.C. 


REEHOLD GROUND RENTS, producing £374 


per annum, to be sold, price 25 years’ purchase.—Apply to Mr. J. L. 
Dale, 8, Furnival’s-inn, Holborn. 


beet lnad AND ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, 
7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 

Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 

Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 

Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. 











ILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
FOR CASH, 4s, 6d. PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 
PRICE IF PUT To ACCOUNT, 
10 Copies. 20 Copies. 30 Copies, 
8 PAGES....00...£2 28. OS, £2 33. Gd. £2 4s, Gd. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
LAW, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
ls, 6d. setof three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s.*he set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years. 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks,8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pure 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Piate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing [ronmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plaia 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


per rail. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset Flouse. 


HILLIPS & COMPANY’S TEAS ARE BEST 
AND CHEAPEST. STRONG to FINE BLACK TEA, Is. 64., 
2s., 2s. 6d., 3s., 3s. 4d, Most Delicious Black Tea is now only 3s. 6d. per 
pound. Pure, Rich, Rare, Choice Coffee, 1s. 4d., Is. 6d., 1s.8d, PHILLIPS 
& CO., Tea Mercuants, 8, King William-street, City, London, E.C, 
A price current free. Sugars at market prices, 

PHILLIPS & CO. send all goods Carriage Fre» within eight miles of 
No. 8, King William-street; 40s. worth Carriage Free to any Railway 
Station or Market Town in England, Phillips & Co. have no agents, nor 
any connexion with any house in Worcester or Swansea, 


’ I ‘HE SMOKER’S BONBON effectually removes 

the Taste and Smell of Tobacco from the Mouth and Breath, and 
renders Smoking agreeable and safe. It is very pleasant and wholesome. 
Prepared by a patent process, from the recipe of an eminent physician, 
by SCHOOLING & Co., Wholesale Confectioners, Bethual-green, London, 
in Sixpenny and Shilling boxes; post free, 7 and 14 stamps.—Sold by 
Chemists, Tobacconists, &c. 


/|\O SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any ofiier house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post tree. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House, 
nearly 50 years, Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


50 Copies. 
£2 6s. 6d. 
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Price 5s. 6d., large 4to., bound cloth, post free 6 stamps extra. 
RENT BOOK, designed for the use of House 
Agents, Solicitors and House Owners. The most complete book 
yet published. 
Published by T, Pettit and Co., 23, Frith-street, Soho, London, W. 





Price }s., stamped 5s., pst free. 
geste BOOK for RENT, neatly lithographed, 
containing fifty forms, with offcut perforated. 
T. Petrirr aud Co, 23, Frith-street, Soho, London, W. 








This day is published, price 20s., cloth, 
ARLIAMENTARY COSTS.—Private Bills. Elec- 
tion Petitions Appeals, House of Lords. By EDWARD 
WEBSTER, Esq., of the Taxing Office, House of Commons, and of 
the Examiners’ Office, House of Lords and House of Commons, 
Third Edition. 
London: Strvens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn. 





Just published, price 10s. 6d. 
SUCCINCT TREATISE ON THE COPYHOLD 
ACTS. The practical working and effect thereof, and the mode 
of procedure under the same for effecting enfranchisement. By JAMES 
CUDDON, of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: Stevens & Sons, Bell-yard. 





In the Press, ot 
A TREATISE ON HINDU LAW, comprising the 
decisions in the Privy Council, and in the High Courts of the 
different Presidencies since their establishment. By Standish Grove 
Grady, Barrister-at-Law and Recorder of Gravesend, and Sanjiva Rao 
Vakeel on the appellate side of the High Court of Madras. 
Witpy & Sons, Linceln’s-inn-archway, and Gantz, BrotaeRrs, Madras. 





Just published, price 10s. 6d., cloth, 
OLT’S RULE OF THE ROAD.—Admiralty 
Court Cases on the Rule of the Road, as laid down by the 
Articles and Regulations now in force under Order in Council for pre- 
venting Collisions at Sea. By WILLIAM HOLT, B.A., of the Inner 
Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
Wm. Maxweut & Son, 29, Fieet-street. 


VHE LAW MAGAZINE and LAW REVIEW for 
May, being No. 45 of the United New Series, is this day published, 
price 5s., and contains:—1!. The late Mr. Justice Crompton. By Sir 
Lawrence Peel,—2. Criminal Procedure. By ©. S. Greaves, Q.C.—3. 
The Banda and Kirwee Booty.—4. The Punishment of Crimes of Vio- 
lence. By W. Reade.—5. Colonial Bishops. By Deane P. Pennethorne. 
—6. Electoral Bribery and Corruption. By Mr. Serjeant Pulling —7. 
The English Bar.—8, Mr. Chisholm Anstey and Governor Frere.—9. The 
late Mr. Justice Thomson.— Notices of New Law Books.—Events of the 
Quarter, &c. 





4 


London: ButTErwortss, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. ° 





DESIGN FOR PROPOSED LAW COURTS, 

‘pas BUILDER of this week, 4d., or, by post, 5d., 

contains a Fine Engraving of Mr, R. Brandon’s Design for pro- 
posed Law Courts; View and Plan of New Infant Schools for Liverpool; 
Memoir of the late M. Hittorf, Architect ; The Architectural Arts Court, 
Paris Exhibition; The New Opera House, Paris: Geometric Design; 
Trade Unions ; Easter at Westminster; The History of Alnwick, and, 
other papers, with all the cognate news.—1, York-street, Covent-garden, 
and all Newsmen. 


NIVERSITY COLLEGE, LONDON.—Evening 
Law Classes. The Summer Term will begin on MONDAY, APRIL 
29th, 1867. The Courses are ago adapted for Students preparing 
for the LL.B. Examinations in the University of London, and forthe 
Indian Civil Service Examinations. 
Roman Law.—First Lecture, April 29th, at 7.30.—Professor H. J. 
Rosy, M.A. 
Jurisprudence.—First Lecture, April 30th, at 6.30.—Reader J. 
Anstre, Esq., B.A. 
Equity and Real Property Law.—First Lecture, April 29th, at 8.30.— 
Reader J. M. Soromon, Esq. 
Common Law.—First Lecture, April 30th, at 8.30,—Reader, A. 
Cuartes, Esq., B.A. 
— Law.—First Lecture, April 29th, at 7.30.—Professor E. P. Woon, 





be First Lecture of each of the above Courses will be opento the 
public. 
Prospectuses may be obtained on application, either personal or by 
letter, at the Office of the College, Gower-street, W.C. 
CHAS. ©, ATKINSON, 


April, 1867, Secretary to the Council. 





ANNUITIES AND REVERSIONS. 
AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


68, Chancery-lane [ ondon. 
Cuainman—The Right Hon. Russell Gurney, Q.C., M.P., Recorder of 
London. 
Deputy-Caainman—Sir W. J. Alexander, Bart., Q.C. 
Reversions and Life Interests purchased. I diate and Deferred An- 
Duities granted in exchange for Reversiovary and Contingent Interests, 
Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions. 
Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and aiso Endowments 
granted on a aay hoe | 4 all farther inf “ ’ 
Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, an urther information, may 
¢ had at the office, : C. B. CLABON, See. 








HE GENERAL REVERSIONARY AND IN- 

VESTMENT COMPANY, Office, 5, Whitehall, London, S.W. 

Established 1826. Further empowered by special Act of Parliament, 
14 and 15 Vict., cap. 130. Capital £500,000. 

The business of this Company consists in the purchase of, or loans upon, 
reversionary interests, vested or contingeut, in landed or funded pro- 
perty, or securities; also life interests in possession, as well as in expec- 
tation ; and pol cies of assurance upon lives. 

Prospectuses and forms of proposals may be obtained from the Secre- 
tury, to whom all communications should be addressed. 

WM. BARWICK HODGE, Actuary and Secretary. 


ACCIDENTS WILL HAPPEN, 


Everyone should therefore provide against them! 


£1000 1s case or Deats, on £6 rer WEEK waite Larp up BY InJuRY 
CAUSED BY 


ACCIDENT OF ANY KIND, 

May be secured by an Annual Payment of from £3 to £6 5s. te the 
RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY 
The oldest established Company in the World insuring against 
ACCIDENTS OF EVERY DESCRIPTION, 











64, CoRNHILL, AND 10, Regent Street, Lonpow. 
WILLIAM J, VIAN, Secretary. 


[siversiry LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


Extension to Foundation Schools.— Additions in 1865 at the rate 
CHARLES M'‘CABE, Sec. 





of 13 per cent. per annum. 
24, Suffolk-street, London, S.W 


THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862. 


VERY requisite under the above Act supplied on 
_4 the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration acd distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed and 
executed. Nocharge for sketches, 
Companies Fee Stamps. 
ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &ec., 49, Fleets 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


O SOLICITORS.—OFFICE FOR PATENTS, 
1, SERLE-STREET, LINCOLN’S-INN, W.C. 
Messrs. Davies & Hunt procure British and Foreign Patents, &c., at 
most moderate charges, and to solicitors at agency rates. 
Solicitors and intending Patentees should obtain their “ Handbook 
for Inventors,’’ gratis on appiication or by letter. 


HAT IS YOUR CREST AND MOTTO ?— 
} Send name and county to Culleton’s Heraldic Office, with 3s. 6d. 
for plain sketch; in heraldic colours, 6s. The arms of man and wife 
blended. The proper colours for servants’ livery. Family pedigrees 
traced. Culleton’s book of family crests and mottoes, 4,000 engravings, 
printed in colours, £10 10s. The Manual of Heraldry, 490 engravings, 
3s. 6d.; crest engraved on seals, rings, and dies, 7s. 6d.; book plate 
engraved with arms, 2ls.—T. CoLtgerox, Genealogist, 25, Cranbourne- 
street, corner of St. Martin’s-lane. 


SEE EMBOSSING PRESSES, -21s., for 
Stamping Paper with Crest, Monogram, or Address, Anyone can 
use them.—25, Cranbourne-street, 

















— Engraved with Arms and Crest, 21s. 

Livery-button Dies, 2 gs. Crest on silver spoons or forks, 5s. per 
dozen; Crest on seals or steel dies, 7s. 6d. Desk Seals with engraved 
crest or monogram, 12s.—T, CuLLeTon, 25, Cranbourne-street. 


5 QUIRE OF PAPER, 3s., Stamped with Moocgram : 

100 Envelopes, Is. 6d. No charge for engraving Steel Die with 
Monogram, Crest, or Address, if an order be given for a Ream of very 
best paper and 500 Envelopes, all Stamped, for 2is., or P.O. order. 
Monograms designed, }s.—25, Cranbourne-stre.t. 


ULLETON’S VISITING CARD.—A copperplate 
engraved and 50 superfine Cards printed for 2s. ; post-free, 2s. 3d. 
—25, Cranbourne-street, 


ULLETON’S PLATES for MARKING LINEN. 
The most permanent way of marking Linen with Crest, Monogram, 

or Name, Anyone can use them. Initial Plate,1s.; Name Plate, 2s. 64. ; 
Set of Moveable Numbers, 2s. 6d.; Crest, 5s.; with directions, post-free 
for cash or stamps. By T. ConteTon, Seal Engraver to her Majesty and 
Diesinker to the Board of Trade, 25, Cranbourne-street (corner of St. 


Martin’s-lane), W.C. 
TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
A DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, Esq., of 
Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, 














In one volume, crown &vo., price 3s, 
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LONDON AND COUNTY BANKING C 


ESTABLISHED 1836. 


OMPANY, 





SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £1,875,000, IN 37,500 SHARES OF £50 EACH. 


PAID-UP CAPITAL, £750,000. 


_ RESERVE FOND, £250,000. 


DIRECTORS. 


NATHANIEL ALEXANDER, Esq. 
JOHN EDMUND ANDERDON, Esq. 
THOS. TYRINGHAM BERNARD, Esq. 
PHILIP PATTON BLYTH, Esq. 


P. P. BLYTH, Esq. 


JOHN WILLIAM BURMESTER, Esq, 
H. C. E, OHILDERS, Esq., M.P. 
COLES CHILD, Esq. 


Trustees. 
J. W. BURMESTER, Esq. 


JOHN FLEMING, Esq. 

FREDERICK HARRISON, Esq. 
WILLIAM CHAMPION JONES, Esq, 
WILLIAM NICOL, Esq. 


W. CHAMPION JONES, Esq. 


Auditors. 


WILLIAM NORMAN, Esq. 
General 


RICHARD H. SWAINE, Esq. 


WILLIAM McKEWAN, Esq. 


Chief Inspector. 

W. J. NORFOLK, Esq. 
Inspectors of Branches. 

H. J, LEMON, Esq,, and C. SHERRING, Esq. 


Assistant General 
WILLIAM HOWARD, Esq. 


Chief Accountant 

JAMES GRAY, Esq. 
Solicitors. 

Messrs. WILKINSON & Co, 


er. | 


Secretary. 
F. CLAPPISON, Esq. 





HEAD OFFICE, 21, LomBarp STREET. 
HOLBORN BRANCH, 324 and $25, High Holborn. 





THE LONDON AND COUNTY BANK OPENS DRAWING ACCOUNTS with Commercial Houses and Private Individuals, either upon the 
plan usually adopted by other Bankers, or by charging a small Commission to those persons to whom it may not be convenient to sustain an agreed 


permanent balance. 


DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS,—Deposit Receipts are issued for sums of Money placed on these Accounts, and Interest is allowed for such periods and 
at such rates as may be agreed upon, reference being had to the state of the Money Market, 
CIRCULAR NOTES AND LETTERS OF CREDIT are issued, payable in the principal Cities and Towns of the Continent, in Austratia, Canada, 


India, and China, the United States, and elsewhere. 


THE PURCHASE AND SALE OF GOVERNMENT and other STOCKS, of English or Foreign Shares, effected, and the Dividends, Annuities, 


&e., received for Customers of the Bank 


‘GREAT FACILITIES are also afforded to the Customers of the Bank for the Receipt of Money from the Towns where the Company has 


es, 
THE OFFICERS OF THE BANK are bound not to disclose the transactions of any of its Customers. 


By Order of the Directors, 
W. M‘KEWAN, General Manager 





RIENTAL BANK CORPORATION. 

Incorporated by Royal Charter, 30th August, 1851. Paid-up Capital 
£1,500,000; Reserved Fund, £444,000. 

COURT OF DIRECTORS. 
CuarrmaN—HARRY GEORGE GORDON, Esq. 
Deputy-Cuammman—WILLIAM SCOTT BINNEY, Esq. 
James Blyth, Esq. Lestock Robert Reid, Esq. 
Duncan James Kay. Esq. Patrick F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
Alexander Mackenzie, Esq. James Walker, Esq. 
Charles J. F. Stuart, Esq., Chief Manager. 
BANKERS, 
The Bank of England ; The Union Bank of London. 

The Corporation grant drafts and negotiate or collect bills payable at 
Bombay, Calcutta, Madras, Pondicherry, Ceylon, Hong Kong, Shanghai, 
Yokohama, Singapore, Mauritius, Melbourne, and Sydney, on terms 
which may be ascertained at their office. They also issue circular notes 
for the use of travellers by the Overland Route. 

They undertake the agency of parties connected with India, the pur- 
ehase and sale of Indian securities, the safe custody of Indian Government 
paper, the receipt of interest, dividends, pay, pensions, &c., and the 
effecting of remittances between the above-named dependencics, 

They also receive deposits of £100 and upwards, repayable at ten days’ 
notice, and also for longer periods, the terms for which may be ascer- 
tained on application at their office. 

Office hours, 10 to 3; Saturdays, 10 to 2. 

Threadneedle-street, London, 1867. 





WENTY THOUSAND POUNDS to be advanced 
on application, in sums of £100 and upwards by the 
PLANET PERMANENT BUILDING AND INVESTMENT SOCIETY, 


Upon mortgage of House Property situate in any part of the 
United Kingdom, 


Monthly Repayments, including principal and interest, for each £100 
advanced (less a small premium) :— 





12 years. | 14 years, 
£s. 4, £s. 4, 
019 2 017-0 


10 years. | 


£8. a. 
110 


8 years, | 


£s. da 
16 2 | 


6 years. | 
£s, d. 
113 2 


Redemption at any time by payment of balance of principal due. 
Established by Act of Parliament nineteen years. 
Annual business exceeds £300,000. 

EDMUND W. RICHARDSON, Secretary. 


Offices, 39, City-road, London, 











AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 


T* 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
BANKERS. 

Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Caleutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 


Corrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Derosits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 

At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
Até ditto ditto 6 ditto ditto, 
At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto. 

Excertionat Rares for longer periods than twelve months, particulars 
of which may be obtained on application. 

Bitxs issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates anp Puncuases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 

Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and rensions realised. - 

Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted, 

M. BALFOUR, Manager. 





LIFE ASSURANCE, 
THE ACCUMULATED AND INVESTED FUNDS OF 


HE STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COM- 
PANY and its ANNUAL REVENUE now amount to :— 


Accumulated Fund £3,650,000 
Annual R 660,000 


The profits of the Company have been divided on seven occasions since 
1825, when the Company was established, andon each occasion large and 
important benefits have been given to the assured. 

A new Prospectus, just issued, contains very full information as to 
the Company’s principles and practice, and will be forwarded by post on 
application. 

Agencies in every town of impertance throughout the kingdom. 

Agencies in India and the Colonies, where premiums can be received, 


and claims settled. ; 
H. JONES WILLIAMS, 
General Secretary for England, 82, King William-street, E.C. 
SAMUEL R. FERGUSSON, 
Resident Secretary, West-end office, 3, Pall Mall East, S.W. 
Edinburgh : 3, George-street (Head-office), 
Deblin; 66, Upper Sackville-street. 











